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An ex parte Ecclesiastical Council of Coogregationol Churches, 
called by O. E. Wood, E. M. Kingslbt, J. K. Johnson, E. N, 
Havens, and E. C. Wilcox, in behalf of themselves and seventeen 
others, was convened in the University Building, in the city of New 
York, OQ Tuesday, February 15th, 1859, to consider and act upon 
questions growing out of their relations to the Church of thb Puri- 
tans, in tilia city. 

The Council assembled at 3 o'clock P. M. Rev. Dr. Hawes, of 
Hartford, Coiia., called it to order, and on his motion, Kev. S. 6. 
BocKiNGHAM, of Springfield, Mass., was chosen Scribe. On motion 
of Dr. Hawes, the Council then proceeded to elect a Moderator. 
On the second ballot it was announced by the Scribe that the Rev. 
William T. Dwi&ht, D. D., of Portland, Maine, was chosen. 

Thb Modbeator took the chair, and opened the proceedings by 

By du-ection of the Moderator, the Scribe now read the letter 
convening the Council, a copy of which was sent to each church in- 
vited, and which is as follows: 

New York, January 26, 1859. 
lb the Sovth Gmgr^aUord Church, Sprm^^, Mass. : 

Christian Feiendb : The letter, a copy of which. Is communicated herewith, 
was addressed by ub, under its date, to the Church of the Puritans in this city, 
Tho propoeition which it contains for a Mutual Council haying been rejected 
by that church, we now accordingly Invite you to ba preaect, by pastor and 
delegate, at the small chapel of the Univeisity in this city, Tuesday, the 15th 
of February next, at 3 o'clock P. M., to unite with the other churches invit- 
ed, la an ec parte council, to consider the queslions therein presented, and to 
take such action in the prenaiaes as may he deemed proper. 
Your brethren in Christ, 

0. E. WOOD; 
E. M. EINGSLEY, 
J. K, JOHNSON, 
E. N. HAVENS. 
E. C. "WILCOX, 
for themselves, and at the request and in behalf of the followiog brethren, 
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Til : Henry A. Hnrlbut, Jarod Linsly, M. D., Albert Chesebro, L. N. Cow- 
ley, Eichard Brown, A. T. Dwight, P. E. Mather, E. J. Owen, William Way, 
Stephen Paul, J. Walter Camp, S. Conover, Jr., Samuel Churchill, B. M. 
Morgan, Elisha Peck, W. B. Isham and W. S. Thomson. 

The following is the letter alludecl to in the above commanication : 

New Yobe, December 27, 1858. 
To the Clim'ch of Sie PutUotis : 

The undersigned, members of the Church of the Puritans, in regular 
^taadiug, hafing appUed for letters of dismission and recommendation to 
other churches, and having been offered, by a formal vote of the church, let- 
ters not Jn the asual or customary form, which letters were foe this reason 
not satisfactory, and were returned under protest ; and furthermore, the 
church, having at the same time declared, by resolution, that we are " deem- 
ed CO longer members of the same or in any way Bubject to its watch and 

Now, therefore, for ourselveB, and in behalf of others in the same relation, 
for the purpose of ascertaining what are ttie respectiye rights and duties of the 
parties in the premises, and for the promotion of Christian' order, we pro- 
pose that the church unite with us without delay in submitting to a mntual 
council" the following questions for decision: 

, First. Are or are not the applicanls, by the terms of the Church Maoaal. 
and in accordance with the practice of sister churches, entitled to the full 
and "customary letters," and such as have beennsed since the foundation 
of the church ? 

Second. Is or is it not a violation of the rules of the church, of the rights 
of Christian brethren, and contrary to the nsages of our churches, summarily 
to cut as off from its " watch and care" and the privileges of membership, 
with objectionable letters, and without specified charges (if any) and formal 
trial, as is done by the resolution above referred to ? 

Sigued, 0. E. WOOD, 

E. M. KINGSLEY, 
J. K, JOHNSON, 
B. C. WILCOX. 
The following are the names of the churches invited, together 
with those of the Pastors and De!egat«3; all the churches invited 
being represented, except Plymouth Church, Broolilyn, Rev. Henry 
Ward Beeeher, Pastor : 

TnE Church of thk PrMRiHa, Brooklyn, N. Y.— Rev. R. S. Storrs, D. D., 
Pastor ; Ero. R. P. Buck, Delegate. 

The Clinton Avenue Churck, Brooklyn, S. Y.— Rev. W. J. Budington, 
D. D., Pastor ; Bro. A. S. Barnes, Delegate. 

The South Conges gational CnnBcn, Brooklyn, N. Y. — Rev. R, W, Clark, 
D.D., Pastor ; Bro- C. P. Baldwin, Delegate. 

The BaoAnwAT Tabernacle, New York city.— Kev. J. P.Thompson, D. D., 
Pastor ; Bro. Aaatin Abbott, Delegate. 
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The -First CoKOBioinoNii. Chdkch, Albany, N, Y.— Eev. Raj Palmer, 
D. B., Pastor; Bro. H. T. McCall, Delegate. 

Thb Third CoNOEEOATiOKALCHratcH, New Haven, Coon. — Bro. J. A.Daveii' 
port, Delegate. 

The Fjbst Chuuch, New Haven., Conn, — Sev. L. Bacon, D. D., Pastor ; Dea. 
C. S. Lyman, Delegate. 

The FiEfiT CacHCH, Hartford, Conn.— Eev. J. Hawes, D. D., Paster; Bro. 
Samuel Ward, Delegate, 

The Skconi) Chcech, Greenwich, Coon. — Deacon Jonas Mead, Delegate. 

The FmsT Chukch, Wostfield, Mass.— Rev. E. Davis, D. D., Pastor; Bro. 

. B. Gillett, Delegate. 

The Mount Vernon Chdrch, Boston, Mass.— Dea. J. A. Palmer, Delegate, 

The Central Chdroh, Providence, R. I.— Rev. L, Swain, D. D.,PaEtor ; Bro. 
J. Kiugebury, Delegate, 

The Thied Church, Portland, Me.— Eev. W. T. Divight, D. D., Pastor ; Dea. 
JoBepb Libbey, Delegate. 

Thg South Chckch, Springfield, Mass. — Rev. 8. G. Bucliinglian, Pastor ; 
Bro. R. A. Chapman, Delegate. 

Moderator — This Council, brethren, is now organized. It is 
called ex parte. The brethren who have called it I presume are 
present, and are ready to present their ease before us. It may be 
proper for me to suggest that the custom in the part of the country 
from which I come, (Portland, Maine,) ia the case of an exparte 
Council, ia, at the earliest moment, to apprize the Church with 
which the individuals calling the Council have been or are connected, 
.that it is organized, and willing to receive communications from 
them, if they see fit to present themselves. But if this should be 
now deemed not expedient as the first step, the brethren of the 
Council will suggest others, if they see any that are preferable. 

Some informal conversation here ensued, on the point suggested 
by the Moderator ; in the course of which Mr. 0. E. Wood said : 
" The gentlemen who have called this Council have talten steps to 
inform the Church of their intentions, and have addressed tiiem the 
following letter ;" which, with consent of Council, he read : 

Nkw Yobs, Fdrmry 12, 1869. 
To the dairch of the PurUana, Nets York: 

CHBWriiN Brbthhin, — In accordance with the usage of Congregational 
Churches, we hereby notify you that by Letters MlBsive—a copy of which for 
your information wesuhjoia — we have invited the Churchea therein named, by 
Pastor and Delegate, to meet in Council ex park, on Tuesday, the 15th day of 
February instant, at the Chapel of the New York University, to confiider tbe 
matters submitted to you in our letter of December 37, 1858, and your aetion 
thereon, and to aflord us such measures of relief as shall be in accordance with 
their views of duty and tight, and as they shall be competent to administer. 
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For ourselves, and by order and in belialf of Henry A. Hurlbut, Jared 
Linsly, M. D,, Albert diesebro, L, H. Cowley, Kchard Bcowo, A, T. Dwiglif, F. 
E. Mather. E, J. Owen, William Way, Stephen Paul, J. Walter Camp. 8. Oono- 
ver, Jr., Samuel Churchill, Edward M. Morgan, Elisha Peck, W. B. Isliam, 
and W. S. Thomson. 

Signed by 

E. M. EINGSLET, 
0. B, WOOD, 
R. K HAVENS, 
J. K. JOHNSON, 
E. C. WILCOX. 

Mr. Wood continued ; That letter, air, was addressed to the 
Church of the Puritans, and we believe it was presented to one of 
the officers of that church. We have had no response. 

The conversation was resumed in relation to the propriety, as 
suggested by the Moderator, of notifying the church of the assem- 
bling of the Council ; pending which, Professor Noah Porter, D. D,, 
of Tale College, New Haven, waa authorized to appear and act as 
counsel, ia behalf of the brethren, appellants. 

Subsequently, ou a suggestion by a member, that the Church 
should be invited to unite with tlie appellants and make this a Mu- 
tual Council for the adjustment of the matters submitted. Professor 
Porter made the following remarks explanatory of the position of 
the brethren in whose behalf he appeared : — Mr. Moderator, I beg 
leave to suggest that there are two parties concerned, and. if this is 
to be a Mutual Council, of course each party is to be represented. 
For the sake of expediting matters, it may be as well for me to state 
the views which the party that- 1 represent take of these transactions. 
For, If the Church of the Puritans is to be admitted, it might be 
quite material that our views should be distinctly presented at the 
outset. One reason why these parties have been driven to the ne- 
cessity of calling an expa/rte Council is, that their repeated proposi- 
tions for the submission of the whole affair to a Mutual Council were 
declined. In every instance in which these brethren have had com- 
munication with the Church of the Puritans, on any subject-matter 
growing out of their first movement in April, 1851, they have put 
themselves in the attitude of being ready to meet the Church in Mu- 
tual Council. They also were careful to notify the Church before 
the last Sabbath, that this Council would assemble here at this time, 
in order that they might conduct themselves accordingly. Let me 
then state what their views will be if a Mutual Council should be 
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proposed to the Church, and acceded to by them. The appellants 
are willing to submit the case, upon which this Council have been 
called to act, as presented in the letter read by Mr, Wood, provided 
th t til th p ty 11 agree to unite with thi' body and abide by 
hd fhC IThy 11 ■feljh b 

frmhfirsfh 1 pyd dfh eo-p C 1 

d h hhlm fdff fmhb 

gingdl h dThyd kh 

tr! h d fmhdyfMl 

C Jhdddlfhkfp 1 h 

ttrshh dhp b d d 

1 h y h Id Id f ii CI h Tl 

qhbddl 1 hdlfh 

q hhyh UdhC II h mydd 

hhhaapp q — hhhy Id 

dh m h ICh drolAd 

h h dhlycas p dbfh ex pa te 

Cllfhf y bhdhh 

ChhfhP p fm hlly 

p y M IC 1 h h h y 

wh bd dhhth hh b 

dd {.pad hhm M 

CI hasihy 11 Idbjh 

d* h h h C I f f 11 d I b h I! rr 

hgh plq dsalh h 

bddlly I dd Clydvi 

h h 1 p 1 f h h 1 te 

W PI 1 II f h p d g 

tokl pblyailh dm 

b t h C un 1 d I h k 



p 
h 


sa 1 
h fly 
h b 


d h 

h Fits h h 
h b dfh bl 


f 


1 M d h 

CO y q 
f h Id 


1 

pell 
h 


h y h 
d 


h pp g h m 

k n„ h M 1 C 1 

d h L M 




g h h p- 
h ct d 
d & dfh 


CI 


hd 1 


h p ff h h h y ! 




dbj mm 



aavGoOgle 



them in coming to an intelligent and equitable result, in their investi- 
gations — but without opening the door to ai^ument and discussion 
by parties not recognizing their jurisdiction. 

In view of these considerations, which were urged by different 
members, as conforming both to the usage of Congregational 
Churches, and the dictates of common justice, the following Resolu- 
tions, after various modifications, were unanimously adopted : 

•' Resolved, That a committee of three be appointed to notify the Church 
of the Puritans that this Conucil is now in seBsion, and to lavite s^d C!)urch 
to accept this as a Mutual ConncU for the consideration of the matters pre- 
sented in the Letters Miaeive, by nbicb we bare been convened. 

" Beaoliiid, That in case this ipvitation be declined, the Church be invited 
to appear before the Council by a, commitfee to present tbeii statement con- 
cerning the matter submitted to us." 

The Mobekator being requested to appoint the committee, desig- 
nated Dr. Clark, Da. Palmer, and Deacon Joseph Libbet. 

The Council then adjourned till 8 o'clock in the evening. 



EVENING SESSION. 

At 8 o'clock P. M. the Council met in the large Chapel of the 
University, where its subsequent sessions were held. 

The MoDEBATOB having called the Council to order, inquired if 
the Committee appointed in the afternoon to wait upon the Church 
of the Puritans, were ready to report. 

Db. Clark (Chairman of the Committee) — We called upon Dr. 
Cheeveb, Pastor of the Church of the Puritans, and presented the 
resolutions to him. After conferring with him, we went and pre- 
sented them to the Church then assembled in business meeting, ac- 
companying the resolutions with a verbal statement that the Coun- 
cil would meet at 8 o'clock to proceed with their business, and that 
we would be happy to have them respond to the resolutions pre- 
sented to them. It was understood, through Dk. Cheevee, that 
they would respond or take some action. 

MODEEATOR — The Council will direct what shall be done. You 
have, heard the report from the Committee. Of course it is uncer- 
tain what action the Church of the Puritans will take, or whea we 
will hear from them. 
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Mb, LiBBBY — I think we shall hear from them soou, 

Db. Hawbb — I would ask whether we should have any further 
delay. We were called here for a specific object. There are docu- 
ments to be laid before us, doubtless, touching the matter to be 
decided by this body. It seems to me these papers should be now 
presented. How soon the Church may appear, we cannot tell. 

Moderator— Is it the pleasure of the Council to receiye such 
papera at the present time* I understand that a Committee from 
the Church of the Puiitani is now on its way hither. 

[The ifoDERXTOR suggested that, if any other delegates had 
arrived, they should hind m their names.] 

Presently a Committee appeared from the Church of the 
Puritins, and 

Mr W Oilman (ita Chairman) said : At twenty minutes 
before eight o'clock, the Church of the Puritans received the Com- 
mittee from this Council, who made a written communication and 
retired. There was, of course, very little opportunity for reflection 
or debate on the part of the Church. Seeing no time to lake 
grounds either in favor of or against a Mutual Council, it was passed 
over as a thing the Church did not feel prepared to accede to. They 
appointed a Committee to wait upon the Council, and communicate 
any information touching the affairs of the Church that might enable 
the Council to come to an intelligent conclusion in regard to the 
subject-matter referred to them in the Letters Missive now on your 
table. 

He read the names of the Committee, which are as follows : W. 
0. Oilman, Dbxteb Faiheanks, Rev. C. J^ Wahren, and Benjamin 
K. Phelps, Clerk of the Church. 

On motion of Dr. Clark, the Committee was received. 

The Moderator, on the suggestion of Dr. Hawbs, requested the 
Committee, who called this Council, now to present such documents 
as they had prepared. 

Rev. Dr. Poster, on behalf of these brethren, then said : 

Mr. Moderator — The information which I shall now present, con- 
sists principally of points which the parties calling this Council wish 
to submit, as growing out of certaui transactions, which will be 
presented in the form of documentary evidence. The substance of 
the communication which I shall make, will, in the course of these 
proceedings, be put into the hands of the members of this Council ; 
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when this is done, at some future period in the progress of the 
hall hope to be allowed to liII the attention of the 
Council to the bearing of these dotuments upon the issues which 
we think justice requires. At present I shall cjntent myself by ' 
presenting the documents and the questions whith seem to grow out 
of them. 

Dr. Porter proceeded to read the documents as follows : 
E5 PARTE COUNCIL. 

FEBEUiBT 15th, 1869. 

To the Council oouvened, ex parte, at the request of 0. E. Wood, E. M. 
Kingsley, J. K. Jolinson, E. N. Havens and E. C.'Wiloox, acting in their own 
behalf and in lielialf of Henrj; A. Hnrlbut. Jared Linely, M. D., Albert 
Chesebro, L. N. Cowley, Richard Brown, A. T. Dwight, F. E. Mather, Ed- 
ward J. Owen, William Way, Stephen Panl, 8. Conover, Jr., S. Churchill, 
E. M. Morgan, W. S. Thomson, Elisha Peek, William B. Isham and J. W. 
Camp, membei-s of the Church of the Puritans, in the City of New York, at 
the Chapel of the New Yorli University, tliis fifteenth day of Eehinary, A.D. 
1859: 

The following is respectfully submitted as a statement of the facta which 
occasioned the requeat: 

Jfrsi. From the oi^anlaation of the Church of the Puritans, ila second, ninth 
and ienlh Standing Bules have been in these words, namely : 

Sule 2d. This Church will extend to and receive from other evangelical 
Congregational churchei^ that fellowahip, advice, and assistance which the 
laws of Christ require. Itho!d»Sedf bound to regard the deciaiom of mutaM eotcn- 
eUt, and to seek the promotion of peace and brotherly love with alt the 
churches of our Lord Jesus Christ. 

Rule 9th. Members on removing shall ask for letters of dismls^on and 
recommendation. Requests for such letters maybe announced by the person, 
presiding at tie weekly prayer-meeting or lecture, and if at the end of one 
week no objection has been made to the Pastor, he, or the Clerk, shall issue 
the customary certificate, which shall purport to be valid for one year only 
from the date thereof ; and.lettera shall not be granted to peraons who have 
delayed applying for them for more than one year after their removal from 
us, unless by a vote of the Church, after satisfactory reasons shall be assigned 
for such delay. 

Rule lOlh. Amemberhavingeauaeof complaint against any other member, 
injuriously affecting his or her character, shall immediately seek to hare it 
removed in a Christian manner, according ti> the direction given by our Lord 
in Matthew. 18lh Chapter, 15th, 16th, and 17th verses. If unsnceeasful, the 
complaint shall be made in all cases first to the Prudential Committee, who 
may prefer charges before the Church, at a business meeting thereof; and in 
case the Committee omit to do so, the complainant may present his complaint 
in person to the Church. When a member is accused, he or she shall be 
seasonably furnished by the Clerk with a copy of the charges, and shall have 
a full healing. 

Second. The "customary certificate" mentioned in Eule 9th, has been 
printed in blank, and is in these words, namely : 

" This certifies that — is a member of the Church of the Puritans, in 

good and regular standing. As such — is, at own request, dismissed 
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and affectionately recommended to the fellowship of the , or any other 

Churcli of Jcsuii Christ with whom God may appoint ■ reaiflence; and 

when receiTcd by tbem peculiar relation to this Church will ceaBe." 

" N. B. — This Certificate is valid for one year enly." 
Nor has there ever been any other form of certificate used on the dismiSBal of 
members to other churches. 

Third. At the times of all the correspondence hereinafter quoted or refer- 
red to, each of the persons who appeal (o this OwncU was a member of said 
Church. 

Fmrtk. Prior to February, 1858, differences had arisen In th h ir h 
which are not material to the sabject matter now before this C nn 1 but 
which appear in part in the letters and papers hereinafter quoted. 

In that month, forty-six members of the church, inclading you app llanla 
separately in writing, asbed for "letters of dismission andiecomm ndaf n 
to other churches; and accompanied such requests with anoth 1 tte ex 
planatory of their position in regard to the differenosa hereinhelo f ed 
to ; which letter will be foand in the Appendix hereto marked A. 

Mr. GiLMAH here interrupted Dr. Porter and said : — -Tl e C uuc 1 
will excuse me. But the Committee from the Church u de stood 
that the Council did not intend to review the antecedent fat y af 
this controversy. 

MoDERATOB — The Council have passed no resolution respecting 
the matter. 

Mr. GtLMAN— We distinctly understood only half an hour ago, 
from the espressioiia made hy prominent members of this council, 
that it was not intended to review anything antecedent to the appli- 
cation for the letters, and that the Council would confine itself en- 
tirely to the subject of the Letters Missive, We were appointed a 
committee of the Church with that understanding. 

Moderator — It was distinctly expressed again and again that the 
Council would confine itself to the consideration of the two ques- 
tions stated in the letter caliing them together ; but as to how much 
or how little antecedently, those two questions involve, the Council 
of course did not undertake to determine. That they could not 
do. And in calling on the committee of the appellants to present 
their statement of the case it has been impossible for the Council to 
know what their counsel would introduce. 

Mr, GiLMAN— 1 hope the Council will excuse me for interrupting 
them. My object is to justify myself and the committee. Under 
the representations made to the Church they understood that the ac- 
tion was to be confined to the Letters Missive. 
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Dr. PoRTBB — I wi]! explain. We propose to give this docu 
merit (Appendix A.) as the first communication made to the Church 
of the Puritans, with which the history of this request eommenees. 
Then we will give as documentary evideoce the report of the Church 
of the Puritans by which they justify their action. We propose to 
give, in other words, the docfumenU on both sides. We do not 
here present testimony witii reference to the previous history of this 
matter. We do not go into that history except as the documents 
refer, necessarily, to it. But, here is the first application for Letters 
of Dismission, and the answer; and the documents are laid before 
the Council as a part of these transactions, showing how the request 
was made, how it was received, the reasons for makiiig the request, 
the reasons for declining it. This is documentary evidence, and it 
is in our view important. 

Dr. Thompsok — May I ask if that document is not simply the re- 
quest of these brethren for letters of dismission ? 

Dr. PoHTBR-7-It is part of the request. 

Dr. Thompson — Then it is the beginning of the history ? 

Dr. Porter — Yes, Sir. 

Dr, TnoMPsoN^Then it seems to me, that is the date at which our 
investigations should commenee. 

Dr. Porter — We have no objection to omit this letter and read 
the request. But we desire to give the Church of the Puritans am- 
ple justice, and we will read the preamble to their communication 
in reply. 

Dr. Porter continued reading the document, resuming with the 
letter addressed to the Church of the Puritans (Appendix A.), as 
follows : 
To IHB Chckch of the Pubitass : 

The nndereigaed, membere of the Society or Church of the Puritans, and 
either signers of the letter of the twenty-eeventb of April last (1857,) to the 
Paster, or acquiescing in its request and propriety, disclaim all responsibility 
for the unhappy controversy occafioned by the uuauthorized public uee of 
that private letter ; designed as it was espressly to prevent the notoriety, in 
regard to onr internal church relations, which has since occurred, 

AsBuming that both our Pastor and the church desired to "know the truth, 
and to do wh»t the truth required, we proposed to refer all matters occasion- 
ing the differences between as, including fiose of a personal nature, to a 
mvlwil cott-ndi, according to Congregational usage, and the rules of our 
Church— the only protection for an aggrieved minority in our deuomication. 
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Bnt the Pastor and Church, three severai times, refused us this measore of 
peace, involviog some of our dearest rights, whether as membera or ohureh 
ofSeers. 

That our motives and position might not he miaunderBtood by tlie Church, 
or by the public, which had been advised of our moyement through the press, 
wo issued our nanative, protest and letter of July 15th, 1857, to the Church. 
These documents, we grieve to say, have been gi'eatly misr^esmled in a pam- 
phlet reply of sevcaiy-six pages, prepared by a Committee of five, all of 
whom, with one exception (to use their own language toward the three 
Deacons), had recently " come from another denominatioa ;" the exception 
being the Cliairman and author of part of the reply, Sev. J. P. Warren, late 
of Connecticut. 

In charging the Deacons with " Presbyterian tendencies," all of whom 
were eclucated in New England churches, and a portion of whom were in the 
Church of the Puritans at its organization, the committee forget that two of 
their own number, Messrs. E. W. Chester and F, W. King, had recently 
worshipped with several churches of that "other denoroiuation ;" that 
another, Mr. D. Fairbaalts, at the time the Committee was appointed, waa 
only two months from the Thirteenth Street Presbyterian Church, and that 
the last, the Bev. Prof, Martin, coming from the Albany Presbytery, had been 
a mfember less than a week. The Committee seems also to have forgotten 
that the Pastor himself came to ua from the Allen Street Presbyterian Church, 
and from the editorship of a Presbyterian paper. 

The reply of this singularly constituted Committee, purporting to speak in 
the name of the Church, concludes with a " call upon the brethren who have 
done us and our Pastor this great wrong (to wit, the publication of the letter 
of July 15,) to reconaidec their act." 

Thus called upon to "reconsider our act, and to redress the wrong" of our 
statements, wo should be justified in entering upon afull and detailed exhibi- 
tion of the abundant evidence in our possession, which impelled us to address 
the letter of April 27th to our Pastor, and that of July 15th to the Church ; 
but for the sake of peace we purposely refrain from this review, as wol! as 
from any particular exposure of the numerous sophistri^ and misstatements 
of the reply. This rtplj/ was sanctioned by the Chureh after a single reading, 
without q^uestion or discussion, and in the face of our solemn protests, made 
at the time of its presentation, and was immediately published to the world, 
iirith an appendix ^privaie lelia-a aad othft docitmaas, which tcere not eiisi aufcniMaf to 
theOaiTCh. 

The Committee indeed admit that there has not been a nnaoimity of judg- 
ment In the majority of the Church, and that individuals were only deterred 
from moving amendments by reasons aside from the merits of the case. T^me 
will vindicate us; and if the real facts are ever brought to light, some of you, 
if not all, we can not but think, will be led to repentance for sanctioning this 
publication. 

We are constrained, then, summarily, to say that this "Reply" misrepre. 
sents the position assumed, both in the Protest of the Deacons, and in our 
Narrative and Letter to the Church; it imputes to as motives which we have 
repeatedly disolalmod ; it introduces, for proof of its statements, letters and 
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documents of long prior date, having no releTancy to tbe matter undernatice; 
and, notwitiiBtanding its length, omita Bome thmga bearing on queKtions of 
veracity between Pastor and individuals, absolutely eeaential to elicit and 
establish the truth. 

Whilst your Committee, however, pronounce some of our allegations 
" absolotely untrue," whilst they charge us with the suppression of facts, and 
endeavor, with sophistical art, to convict us of inconsistencies, they yet say 
of us, in your name, " We have made no arraignment against tbem, and pro- 
nounce no impeachments ; so far as their formal standing In the Church is 
concerned, it remans as it has heretofore heen." 

In reconsidering our acts, we do not see that it will be for peace and the 
promotion of holy and gracious affections in ourselves or in you, that oar 
connection with the Church of the Puritans should longer he oontinned. How 
can two walk together except they be agreed! " Separatjon," as we stud in 
our letter to Dr. Cheever, is " sometimes the rule of peace.' 'And in separat- 
ing from that portion of the family of our blessed Lord which has so long 
ownedmostofusasmembers, wedeare to doit in the spirit of the patriarch 
mho was willing to go to the right hand if his Itinsman preferred the left, or 
to depart to the left if he chose tha right. 

Believing that the Christian community are weary of this strife in the house 
of God, we trust that it may sufBce for all candid men, 0ml vie here reassert, on 
OUT Tetpon^MitytKChralaatis, (kesabttaiUialaccmacyofalltliestataa^avaom'S&T- 
rative. Protest and Letter of July 15; many of which the Committee have not 
even attempted to controvert, and dl of which, with mir proof, we rqieaieMy 
offered, but viifhaiit iwxesi, to sul/mit to an impMciioI (riSuna?. But to avoid the 
scandal which might attend a further esposure of vrrong-doing, we are willing 
rather to suffer wrong than to assert the right at the expense of the peace of 
Zion, and the character and public usefulness of mistalten brethren. 

The Church of the Puritans, its pastor and people, have been very dear to 
uaall. Some of usaasisted in laying the foundation stones of this Son; some 
of us have served it in ofBce, as the confidence of our brethren intrusted it to 
OUT hands ; others of us have contribufetf of the means wherewith the Lord 
has prospered us, to the erection and preservation of its temple and the sup- 
port of its teraplo-service ; all of us have rejoiced in its prosperity, and, we 
may say, without vain boasting, its welfare has been the theme of oar closets 
and the burden ot p ay "n th great congregation. Here, too, some of 
us first consecrated sel and r ofispring to Him who died for our re- 
demption ; here, I k w m f us have csperienced the support of Chris- 
tian sympathy, ani th nd 1 n e of fraternal love in sore bereavements 
and trials. 

Tou will not w nd th f that in parting from you, we feel like 
those driven from h m and all t endeared remembrances and long-cherish- 
ed associations. 

We love the free institutions ot our fivored New England ; we love and 
shall ever vindicate the freedom of thepHlpit, neither more nor less than the 
freedom of the pews ; we love Christian courtesy and charity in both pastor 
and people ; and, if in our efforts to establish and secure these cherished 
principles and forms, we are disappointed and ate compelled to sunder out 
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connectioQ with a Chnrch and Society we have so long serrod and loved, and 
to seek instruction olsewhere, as many of our earfj associates in tbe Church 
have already done, we leare these endeared relations with the conBoiouanesa 
of having done, or tried to do, " what we could " for the best interests of the 
Church and the denomination. 

Finally, brethren, we commend yoa to God and the word of his grace, 
which is ahle to build you up, and Ic give you all an inheritance among 
thoae who are sanctified : and may the God of love and peicp be with you. 
O. E. Wood, L. N. fowiEv Stephen Paui 

E. M. KlNOSLBY, E. C. 'WlLC X S CONOVER Tr 

J. K. Johnson, Hichai n Bi own Samuel rHiiRCHru: 

Henbt a. Hukledt, a. T. Dwiqht Edwapd M Muboan 

SiMUEi. T. Hyde, F. E. Mathbh Samuei Isham 

J. LiNai.r, M. D., Chas. H Ishim Elisha Peck 

S. J. Bacon, Edwabd J Owen ^ic P Ihinu 

E- N. HAYEsa, Wm. W\y W S Thdmsov 

Albert Chesbdho, Jno. N Bradley J Wau?ek Camp 

Dr. PoRTBB — I am requested to state that the members of the 
church who signed the letter which I have read ruade their requests 
for letters of dismission, individually Next cjme the rej ort and 
resolutions of the Church of the Puritans (Appendix B.), as 
follows : 

New Yobk, April S, 1858. 

E. M. ErNGBLET, Esq. ; Deab Sib: On the 26th of February last, Ireoeived 
through you " written requests from sundry members of the Church of the 
Puritans for letters of dismission from that church and of recommendation to 
other ohurehes. 

The requests of the members were duly presented to the church, and ob- 
jections having been made to the granting of letters to the brethren applying 
for them, an adjourned meeting was held, at whichapreambleand resolution 
w ad pt d a copy of which is herewith furnished to you. 

N b] t us having been mafic to the granting of letters to the female 
m mb w have applied for them, such letters are herewith sent to you. 

T th m le members I haVe issued letters in the form prescribed by the 
es 1 t aliove-mentioned, which also I send to you in aecordauce with the 

qu t n y uc note of Feb. 26, 1858. 

Th c y f the preamble and resolution is sent to you for the information 
of all the brethren, from several of whom I received tbe assurance that one 
copy would suffice for all. Yours respectfully, 



Whereas, Sundry members of this church have asked letters of dismission 
and recommendation toother churches ; and 

Wh^eas, It is known that there are difficulties existing between said mem- 
bers and the church, growing out of a letter addressed by some of them to oar 
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pastor, in April last, tliis choroh, in acceding to the request of those breth- 
rea, deem it due to themselves to aocompanj their action by the following 
declaration : 

The DjatterB at issue hetwcen them and the church were fnlly considered in 
a published document adopted by the church on the 5th of ^November, in 
which our views were presented at length. Those views we have seen no 

We had hoped that, on careful reconaderation, our brethren would have 
seen their error, and have been ready to make such concessions as were due 
to na, and would have been honorable to their own Christian magnanimity. 
We regret that they have not done 50 ; that even in applying for their letters 
they have reaffirmed their former statements, and that, too, in a manner 
little calculated to soothe the feelings of their brethren. It is our great grief 
that better counsels and a gentler spirit should not have prevailed. 

Nevertheless, the church are not disposed to make the wrongs received by 
them and their pastor the rule of their conduct in return. So far aa we have 
been injured we can foi^ive ; and if said action of our brethren involve imtre 
than an injury to ia, we are wOling to leave that to a higher tribunal. We 
refer both to their own consciences and to the review of the final day. 

With this brief statement of our position and sentiments, and with earnest 
prayers, that the blessing of God may rest both upon the church and our 
brethren who now leave ns, it is hereby 

Resolved, That the clerk of the church be directed to furnish said membera 
a copy of the ahove declaration, together with the following certificate: 

"This certifies that A. B. is a member of the Church of the Puritans In 
regular standing, and as such is, at his own request, dismissed, with the view 

to unite with the Church, and that when received by them his connecUon 

with this church will be dissolved.'' 

A true copy from the Eecorde. 

Fbedbbick W, Kiko, Clerk. 

Db. Porter proceeded with the printed Faints : 

Mflh. About April 7th, 18.58, the Church, in reply to said requests, adopted 
a resolution m these words, namely : 

" Jteaolveil: That the Clerk of the Ghnroh he directed to furnish said mem- 
bers a copy of the above declaration, together with the following certificate : 

'This certifies that A. B. is a member of the Church of the Puritans in 
regular standing, and as such is, at his own request, dismissed, with the 

view to unite with the . Church, and that when received by them his 

connection with this church will be dissolved.' 

A true copy from the Records. 

Fbkdebtck W. Kino, Clerk." 
Which resolution was accompanied by a letter and preamble. (See Appen- 
dix B.) 

Tho Clerk made out certificates, as thus directed, for your appellants, at the 
same time sending the " customary certificates" for the female portion of 
the applicants. 

Sidh. The letters (oertifioatee) thus "issued tq the male ni 
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Tetnmed b7 your appellanifi to the Churcb, accompanied by a lettei, as fol- 
lows, namely: 

New Tohk, April 19th, 1858. 
F. W. King, Esg. , aierk iif Church of the Fariians : 

Dear Sib : The brethren whose names appear in the accompanying letters 
of dismissal from the Church of the Piiri&ns, after sorious consideration, 
feel constrained to return them Ijj the Church, and, in compliance with their 
wiahes, I submit some of the reasons which have impelled as to this decision. 

It is painful to a^urae a position which may possibly further complicate 
our relations to the Church, especially at a lime of such general and deep 
religious Interest ; and, were no questions of dnty or principle involved in 
onr action, we should at once accept the letters, and seek elsewhere that 
peace and Christian fellowship for which we long. 

Under ordinary circumstances, the differences between these letters and the 
printed form tn constant use since the organimtion of the Chnrch would be 
immatetial. But the vote of the Chui-ch tells plainly that they were de- 
ugned to be exceptional to the rule, which also is confirmed by the regular- 
ity of those sent to the female members of our families. It will not be de- 
nied that the mutilated letters, with the explanatory preamble and resolu- 
tions, were intended as a jiiasi censure upon us, for our transmission of the 
letter of April 27th, 1857, to the Pastor, and for the Eubsequeiit publication 
of our protest, narrative, etc. We cannot, therefore, in good conscience, 
present these letters to other Churches, as clean, for they were not intended 
so to be. Is it right that the Church should thus expect us to present t« 
other portions of the family of Christ this authenticated evidence of our 
Impeached standing with yourselves ! 

But assuming that we present these credentials as our claim fur Church 
fellowship elsewhere, candor requires that we state the circumstances under 
which they were granted, and this necessarily involves the whole history of 
our relations to the Church and its pastor. The Church of the Puritans 
would then be on trial before every judicatory where we might appear. 
Should these judicatories regard our differences with you as of no moment, 
the Chureh would virtually stand before the Christian public reproved and 
condemned ; while, on the other hand, were they to reject oor applications, 
it would be equivalent to a recognition of the irregularity of the letters, al- 
though on their face pronouncing us "in regular standing.'' We do not 
deem it consistent with Christian dignity, or propriety, instrumen tally to 
place either the Church or ourselves in so equivocal a position. We also 
submit that the Church having solemnly reaolved that we are in " reffula 
standing," cannot with consistency refuse us regidaT letters. 

Moreover, our nnited letter to the Church which accompanied our applica- 
tions fof dismissal certificates, does not appear on the records of the Church, 
although the resolutions, of which you have sent us a copy, and which were 
designed as a rejoinder, are displayed at large on the minutes. Our accept- 
ance of the letters, therefore, would be in the nature of a eonfiaiion of judg- 
ment, for the examination, remark, and knowledge of coming generations. 
Should we be required, even in appearance, to acknowledge the disgrace 
which the Church would thus attach to our names and perpetuate by its 
records? 

We have desired to relieve the Chnrch of any embarrassment growing out 
of the course we have felt It our duty to pursue in regard to the pastorate. 
In this spirit we asked for letteis of dismistsal and recommendation, to.whlcii 
we considered ourselves entitled. Our request has been, in effect, denied. 
Nevertheless, with this hrief statement of our views, we place a^ain before 
the Church our request for letters in the usual form, and respectfully ask tho 
Church to consider the matter at its first regular business meelicg. If no a 
reconsideration, the Church see proper to grant this, our rightful reqne 

shall anticipate, with heartfelt satisfaction, an eariio- ' — ■—•" ■' "■ 

happy conlioversy. 
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>e guided to a right decision by the Spirit of grace 

I remain, on belialf of tlie applicants. 

Yours, respectfully, 

E. M. Khjcsiby, Chairman. 

P. S. — I retain, for the present, the certilied copy of the preamble and res- 
olution, for our information and guidance. 

By request, I also retain in my hands the letteiB which are cefTular and in 
the printed form, until the Churcn shall take further and final action on thoBO 
now returned. - E. M. K. 

Seiiettih. Tour appellants understand that at a meeting of the Church in 
May, 1858, a Committee was appointed by Besolution, which subsequently 
made a Report, (for which see Appendix C,) accompanied by these Eesoln. 
tions, namely : 

Raolirsd, That the Clerlt send to the applicants certiGeates in the form fol- 
lowing, to wit: 

This certifies that is a member of the Church of the Puritans in 

regular standing, and. as such, at his own request, is dismifsed, with the 

view of uniting with the — Church, or such other as he shall apply to 

for tliat purpose. 

Remhcd, That (A, B, and C, parties named in the first resolution,) having 
applied for dismission from this Church, and having been dismissed, at their 
own request, are deemed no longer members of the same, or in any way sub- 
ject to its watch and care. 

Thd following is Appendix C. 

Ebpobt of Messhs. Chi«tih, Abernethy and Faibbakks to the Chubch. 

The Committee to whom was referred a resolution offered by Mr. Fairhanks, 
at a meeting of the Church, on the 7th of May last, with instructions to in- 
quire into and report the facts relating to the subject matter of the resolution, 
and to recommend such course of action as in their judgment would be prop- 
er, respectfully report: 

More than a year since a number of the members of this Church united in 
an effort t« induce the Pastor to resign his charge. Their communication to 
him on the auliject was laid before the Church bj the Pastor, and was rebulsed 
by a strong vote expressing the confidenoe of the Church in him, and their 
resolution to sustain him. 

At the following Annual Meeting of the Church, certain alterations were 
made in its standing rules, and that relating to the deaconship was changed, 
limiting the time of office to a term of years. At the election, the deacons in 
«Bice,— they having taken part in the attempt to remove the Pastor,— were 
superseded by others, elected with almost entire unanimity. 

It was hut reasonable to expect of the dissatisfied members, that, finding 
themselves in a small minority, they wonld acquiesce in the judgment of the 
majority, or quietly withdraw. Instead of this, they prepared, printed, and 
circulated by thousands through the country, a pamphlet of a slanderous and 
vituperative character, intended to bring odium upon their Pastor, and upon 
the Church of which thoy were members. 

The proper course of the Church, as it seems to your Committee, (hen was, 
to deal with these brethren for the ofl'ence thus committed. Had the allega- 



,aoy Google 



19 

tiona in tbis pnmplet lieea truthful aud uncolored, tbo (luthovs aad publishers, 
as mombcrs of the Church, would have been guilt; of tui inexcueable breach 
of their cofcnant obligations, in atlemptiug, in this mode, to injure the char- 
a«ter of a Gospel minister, and to biing intj disrepute tlie Church with which 
the; were in covenant. If the parties believed that the; bad cause of uom plaint, 
they Bhould have sought a remed; in the mode which tbe Gospel, usage and 
right principle, concur in pointing out. And had those parties been brought 
to trial, there waa no possibility of justifpng theiroourse. But it was natural 
that Che Pastor of the Church, thus publicly assailed in his good name, should 
ba anxious to have a defense presented before the «irae tribunal lo which the 
disaffected members had appealed. Tielding to his wishes, instead of hring- 
ing the ofifenders before the judicatory to which they were amenable, the 
Cburuh prepared and sent forth to the public a calm and well-considered ref- 
utation ot the slanders which had been put in circulation. It was hoped by 
many, that some, at least, of those that had united with the disaffected mem- 
bers, under erroneous views ol the facts, would be led by this to return to 
their duties, and to recognize anew their covenant obligations. Instead of 
this, tbey absented themselves from the services of the Church, and after some 
months, about the close of February, or early in Manih last, applied for dismis- 
sion from this Church, and for letters to several other Churches in the vicin- 
it; The application, instead of being in the usual mode of individual mem- 
bers, asking to withdraw from one Church for the purpose of nniting with an- 
other, was accompanied by a joint letter, in which the; reaffirmed the cliargeB 
contained in their pamphlet, and used language high); disrespectful to Uie 
Church whose recommendation they sought. This course, on their part, nec- 
assaril; brought the matter before the Church for its action. Still, unwilling 
to deal with those offending brethren with the rigor that to many seemed a 
positive duty, and in consideration of the fact that the parties and the circum- 
stances were known to the Churches with which the; proposed to anile, the 
Church determined to dismiss them, as at their own request, and to certify 
their regular standing, with a view to their nniting with the churches to 
which they had a^ked lettei's. This was all that an; member has a right to 
demand. It was all that in good conscience, and with the extreme of Chris- 
tian forbearance, could be done in such a case. The resolution referred to 
authorized the Clerk to give the appiicanis a letter in the following form, to 



" This certifies that A. B. is a rqember of the Church of the Puritans in reg- 
ular standing, and as such is, at his own request, dismissed, with the view 
to unite with the Church, and that when received b; them, his connec- 
tion with this Church will be dissolved."' 

In accordance with this resolution, letters were sent by llie Clerk to the ap- 
plicants. Instead of their being presented to the Churches indicated, they 
were afterwards, about the 19th of April, returned to the Clerk, with a com- 
iQunioation. apparently from a meeting of the applicants, signed "E. M. 
Kingsley, Chairman.' ' The Utters were sent to them a second time, and were 
again returned, accompanied by a letter signed with their individual names, 
referring to, and anthenticating the communication of Mr. Kingsle; as their 
joint acti 

These papers, as well as the communications and applications referred to, 
accompany this report. The position of the applicants, and the form in which 
they have chosen lo make their demand for dismission from their Church re- 
lations, are anoraaloas. They Banieinasuaaicorporatc body, evidently Intend- 
ing, hy the aggregation of their numbers, to deal with the Church not as in- 
dividuals, but as a combined body, lu a like mode of action they send back 
the letters, and assume to pi'escribe the form in which they shall be written. 
The Church can not, with propriety, tolerate this. The Church, when the 
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subject waa before them, might well have treated the aotion of the applicanta 
as a Becesaion, hava striclttii tbeir names from ita rolls, and dieaTowed all 
further responsibility for them as professing Christians. They have now. in 
still acting towards the Church as a combined and aggregate body, rather 
than ae individaal members, in the opinion of your Committee, made such a 
course still more proper. Yet, disfiosed to throw no obstacle in the way of 
their uniting with other Churches in the vicinity who may choose to receive 
them, your Committee recommend that letters ba given them, bearing date 
OQ this day, certifying that they are dismisaed in regular slaoding, at their 
own request, to such Churches as they may choose to have named in their 
several certificates. 
Your Committee recommend the adoption of the following resolutions, to 

Eesotved, That 0. E. Wood, E. M. Kingaley, J. K. Johnson, Henry A. Hurl- 
bot, Jared Unsly, E. N. Havens, Albert Chesehro, L. N. Cowley, Richard 
Brown, A. T. Dwight, F. E. Mather, Edward J. Owen, WilUam Way. Stephen 
Paul, 8. Conover, Jr., S. ChnrchiU, E M. MorKan, W. S. Thomson, Elieha 
Peck, William B. leham, E. C. Wilcos, and J. W. Camp, on behalf of fti'em- 
eelves and their fainilies, having applied for dismission from this Church, tbey 
are hereby diemissed from their cocnectiou herewith. 

Sesolved, That the Clerk send to the applicants certiflcates in tbe form fol- 
lowing, to wit : 

This certifies that is a member of the Church of the Pun tans in reg- 
ular standing, and as such, at his own request, is diw)ii«sed with the view of 

uniting with the Church, or such other as he shall applj to for that 

purpose. 

Rnohed, That (A, B, and C, parties named in the first resolution) having 
applied for dismission from this Church, and having been dismissed at their 
own request, are deemed no longer members o/ the sanie, or m any way sub- 
ject to its watch and care. 

All of which ia respectfully submitted. 

(Signed) E. W. Chester, ) 

Chas. Abbbnethy, > Committee. 
Dexter Faihbjkks, I 
New York, June 13, 1858. 

At a meeting of the Church held June 16, 1858, this Eeport was accepted, 
and the foregoing Eesolutions, as therein recommended, were adopted. 

Eighth, The Clerk thereupon sent to your appellants, certificates in the form 
prescribed by tbe iast-mentioned resolutions. 

Nbith, Such certiflcates were, in a few days thereafter, returned by your ap- 
pellants to the Church, through its Clerk, accompanied by a protest, signed by 
each of tbe applicants to whom they were issued, in words as foDowa, to wit 

New York, June 28, 1858, 

Benjamin K. Fhdps, Esq., Clerk of the Church <if the Puritans : 

Deak Sir : We have severally received from vou a certificate, in the words 
following, to wit : 



HcstcanvGoOt^Ie 



with the — Church, under the paatoral care of , or such other as he 

shall apply to for that purpose." 

As we hare made no request for any sucli certificate, notwithstanding the 
implication of its averment to this effect, vie herewttli return the original, 
through you to the Church of the Pnritnns. 

Wishing to remove our relations to other churches, we have, pursuant to 
the ninth Standing Ralo." asked for letters of dismission and recommendation,'' 
in the "ouatomarj'' form. It does aot comport with our views of right aa 
respects ourselves, or of duty as respects our brethren, to accept aoj other, es- 
pecia.lly as the Church has repeatedly pronounced our standing to be regular, 
and as repeatedly has refused to entertain propositions involving a trial of 
our conduct as Christiana. 

In returning these letters, we do therefore solemnly protest against the 
aotioQ of the Chnrch as infringing upon our personal rights, placing us In an 
eqniTocal attitude on the records of the Church, and before our brethren in 
Cririst everywhere, and as establishing a precedent by which a minority may 
at any time be summarily cut off from Christian comnmnion without trial or 

We further protest against the character of the letters sent to as, as not em- 
bodying the distinct provision of the ninth Standing Rule, which directs that 
"all letters of dismissal and recommendation shall purport to be valid for only 
one year from the date thereof." 

We further protest against the resolution passed by the Church, at its 
meeting on the 16th of June instant, severing us from the watch and care of 
the Church before our acceptance by tJie Churches to which they are address- 
ed, imd even before our own acceptance of the letters tendered to ua, as an 
attempt to supersede by resolution the plain jjrovisiona of the Standing Rules 
relative to dismissal certificates and to discipline. Signed hy each of the ap- 
plicants. 

Dr. PoRTEH — We understand from the Clerk that this protest 
was never communicated to the Church. 

Tenth, Under date of December 27th. 1858, your appellants addressed to the 
Church a communication in the words following, to wit: 

New York, Dec. 27, 1858. 
To Ihe Church of the FuHtatu : 

The undersigned, members of the Church of the Puritans, in regular stand- 
ing, having applied for letters of dismission and recommendation to other 
churches, and having been offered, by formal vote of the Church, letters not 
in the customary or usual form, which letters were for this reason not satis- 
factory, and were returned under protest; and furthermore, the Church having 
at the same time declared by resolution that we "are deemed no longer mem- 
bers of the same, or in any way subject tfl its watch and care:" 

Now, therefore, for ourselves and in behalf of others in the same relation, 
for the purpose of asoertaininj; ivhat are the respective rights and duties of 
the parties in the premises, and for the promotion of Christian, order, we pro- 
pose that the Church unite with us, without delay, in submitting to a miduol 
eouneil, the following qoestions for decision: 

lat. Are or aro not the applicants, by the terms of our Church Manual, and 
in accordance with the practice of sister churches, entitled to the full and 
"customary" letters ; and such as have been used since the foundation of the 
Church? 

2d. Is or is it not a violation of the Sulea of the Church, of the rights of 
Christian brethren, and contrary to the usage of our churches, summarily to 
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cut an off froni its " watoli and care" and the privilege of membership, with 
objection!(,l)U letters, and without specified chnrgeB (if any) and formal trial, 
as is done by the reeolatton above referred to f 

0. E. WOOD, 
E. M- KINGSLBY, 
J, K. JOHNSON, 
E. C. WILCOX. 

Elatentk, At a meeting of the Church held January 19th, 1859, the follow- 
ing Resolution was adopted, to wit: 

Resolved, That this Church respectfally decline the proposition for a mutual 
council, and that the CJerk of the Church be instructed to send to those breth- 
ren requesting it, a cegative answer. 

as appears by a letter from the Clerk, which is as follows: — 
Messrs. 0. E. WooB, J. K. Johssob, E. M. Kikoslby and E, C. Wilcox ; 

Gestlbmek : By instruction of the Church of the Puritans, I have to inform 
you, that at a meeting of the Church, held on Tuesday evening, January, 18th, 
1S59, the following resolution was adopted : 

Eetolved, That this Church respectfully decline the proposition for a mutual 
council, and that the Cleric of the Church be instructed to send to those 
brethren requesting it a negative answer. 

I am, gentlemen, very respectfully yours, 

Ben. K. Puelps, Olerk, 
New York, January 25tii, 1859. 

Tadftb, In accordance with the well established usage, in such cases, of Con- 
gregational Churches, your appellants thereupon issued the Letters Missive 
for a Council, et parte, in compliance with the request of which this venerable 
body of Eepresentatives from other Churches of tiie Lord Jesus Christ is now 
convened. 

These Letters Missive .were in the words following, to wit: 

New Yohe, January 26, 1859. 

To 

Christian Fribsds: The lettsr, a copy of which is commonicftted herewith, 
was addressed by U8 under its date, to the Church of the Puritans in this city. 
The proposition which it contains for a mutual council having been rejected 
by that Chnrch, we now accordingly invite you to be present, by pastor and 
delegate, at the small chapel of the University in this city, Tuesday, the 15th 
February next, at 8 P.M., to unite with the oiher churches invited, in an ra 
parte aatndl, to consider the questions therein presented, and to take such 
action in the premises as may be deemed proper. 

For tbemt^lves, and at the request and in behalf of the following brethren, 
namely: Henry A. Hurlbut, Jared Linsly. M. D., Albert Chesebro, Ii. N. Cow- 
ley, Richard Brown, A. T. Dwight, F. E. Mather, E. J. Owen, William Way, 
Stephen Panl. J. Walter Camp, 8. Conover. Jr., Samael Churchill , E. M. Mor- 
gan, Elisha Feck, W. B. Isham, and W. S. Thomson. 

0. E. WOOD, 
E. M. KINGSLEY, ■ 
K. N. HAVENS. 
J. K. JOHNSON, 
E. C. WHiOOS. ■ 
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In view of the premises, your appellants now crave jour advice and aseist- 
inoe ftud vuoh relief as to jon may seem right and just. 
Fspeciilly they submit for your decision the following points, namely : 
1 That the Church of the Puritans having repeateilly, and by eolenin vote, 
after a professed esamination into the matters of difference between the 
Church and your appellants, declared them to be "in regular standing," 
should hai e issued to them the regular or customary letters of dismission and 
recommendation to the several churches indicated in (heir respective applica- 

2. That in refusing to your appellants the "customaiy" letters asked for hy 
them, the Church has violated its iiinlk Standing Eule ; and has also herein 
departed from its own established usage and the well settled practice of sister 
churches. 

3. That the letters to your appellants, with the accompanying resolution, 
cutting them off from tJie watch and care of the Church, convey an implied 
censure, which Uunjust to them, which is in violation of the spirit of the tenth 
Standing Rule, and Is subversive of the confidence which all churches of 
Christ repose in the otBdal acta of each other. 

4. That this eiscinding resolution is contrary to well-known and recogniz- 
ed authorities, [Punchard, p, 199 ; Upbam Rat. Dis. pp. 147-8 ;] contrary to 
the niatit Standing Eule, which provides that letters " shall purport to be valid 
far one j™r only from date thereof," and inconsistent with its own decision 
of April 8th, 1858. offering your appellants letters, in which are these words; 
" When received by them (the churches) their connection with this Church 
shall be dissolved,'' 

5. That there can, in the nature of the case, he no compromise between full 
fellowship and discipline ; and that the Church, tailing to proceed agninst 
your appellants under the («ilA Standing Rule, was in duty bound to grant 
their requests for the customarj' letters, without obnosions erasures and re- 
pudiating resolutions. 

6. That in declining to unite with your appellants in the submission of their 
claims to a mutual council, the Church baa evinced a culpable disregard of 
the protection and vindication wisely reserved for aggrieved minorities and 
individuals by the sawiMi Standing Rule. 

Dr. Porter— All tliis is now submitted, as I proposed. I defer 
remark upon it. 

Moderator— The Council have now heard the case of the breth- 
ren who have called the Council, as read by Professor Porter. Is 
it the pleasure of the Council that questions be now asked the Com- 
mittee of the Church of the Puritans upon this subject? 

No objection being made. 

The MoDERATOE said : I will then ask the gentlemen of the Com- 
mittee whether (hey have any communication to miike in reply 1 
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Mr. GiLMAN answered : Mr. Chairman, — When I heard who com- 
posed this Council, and saw the list of members, I expressed a great 
deal of pleasure, and said at once, " That m a grand Council,— I like 
it !" And 1 do not thiiilt that the Church of the Puritans, to have 
tried their best, could have formed a better one, or sent out more 
satisfactory invitations. I expressed this as my individual opinion. 
When I found to-day that this good brother (Dr. Porter) was 
chosen o<)unsel to the brethren convening the Council, I rejoiced at 
that; and I am free to say, that if the brethren had had as good 
counsel in the beginning, there would not have been the controversy 
in the past which this subject has occasioned, and I would not have 
had the opportunity of welcoming these members of the Council 
here, nor the chance of recommending them to get through as soon 
as possible, and depart in peace. I must make a few remarks on 
the subject matter before the council, I did not suppose we would 
go beyond the application for letters of dismission, which I under- 
stand to be the only subject fairly before us. But since the matter 
has been alluded to, I must briefly refer to a few points in reply, 
with respect to the action of the Church of the Puritans, a Com- 
mittee from which is now present, and in whose behalf I will say 
a few words. We say nothing about the propriety of the letter 
addressed to Dr. Cheever, but we do call your attention to the 
fact, which will be found on record, that the very first proposition for 
a council made by these brethren to the church, was that the subject 
matter between the signers of the letter and the pastor should be 
referred to the signers of the letter to arrange with the pastor ; and 
if they could not agree that he should retire, and that the pastor 
and they should call a Mutual Council to settle the whole matter, 
and leave the Church entirely out of view. The record tells the 
feet, and you will find it if you will refer to it. It also shows an- 
other fact — that the signers of this letter embraced several mem- 
bers of the congregation. So when there were several propositions 
for a council, the Church could not entertain them for a moment— 
and yet the signers among the congregation- of whom I spoke, voted 

Another proposition was made for a Council, in consequence of 
the Church altering its rules. They considered it so self-evident 
that a Congregational Church could in an orderly manner alter its 
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be made within a week. Wh h es f I b h w 

rules, that they were unwillln k y ea bl h 

people out of the town with h bj 

In regard to the past tra II -a " 

them here, for no one on beh ]f f h Ch 1 h It p p d 

it. As for the documents laid b f h w 11 b fte 

wards to speak of them. I w 11 w h p d 1 

is in regard to the propriety f 1 h d 

form offered by the Church of h P ta I b h 

Moderator.— Do I unders a d h b h w te upon a 

discussion of the propriety of h 

Mr. Oilman. — I want to j fy by g h ta 

under which we were placed. 

Moderator.— The Council w 11 d h ,i h h 

agitated us this afternoon — wh 1 d to 1 11 w 1 h C 
mittee ; whether they are to g g h j 

of the prooeedtngs of the Gh b wh h h y mply 

state facts and answer ques f q I d 1 d d 

necessary, in further explana 

Mr. GiLMAN.— I will be s 1 f 1 h 11 b f 

submitting that question to the Council, 

Moderator.— Perhaps there will be no necessity of submitting 
this question to the Oounci), as Mr. Oilman states that he will be 
brief. Proceed, sir. 

Mr. GiLMAN.— I will confine myself to the facts. I think the 
matter has been very well presented by the counsel on the other 
side, I am very sorry to say that we had not time in the hour to 
put our statement in print. One fact I will mention is, that when 
these brethren applied for letters of dismissal from this church, 
the circumstances were extraordinary — very much so, indeed. It 
was accompanied with a document of six or eight pages, signed by 
members of the congregation, as well as of the church — not many, 
to be sure, but enough to have a mixture. The circumstances were 
so extraordinary that the church felt compelled to take extraordi- 
nary measures witii'Vegard to it. When the letters were asked for, 
ther* was no objection to granting letters to the females. As a 
matter of course they would be all granted, unless objection would 
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read, objection was made. It became necessary to make a rule 
under the circumstances of the case. A committee was appointed 
to report upon the subject. When granting letters they did not ad- 
here to what is called " the customary form," I presume there are 
not ten of the remaining members of the Church of the Puritans 
who ever saw the " customary form." I presume it will be per- 
fectly manifest that the church never adopted any form ; but the clerk 
may, for his own convenience, have had half a ream printed, and 
they were used from time to time. The form was considered unes- 
sential. But when the committee reported, they made a form for 
themselves ; they recommended what you have heard already— that 
a reply should be given to the letter, and that letters should be 
granted. I suppose there is no doubt at all, that there were mem- 
bers of the church who would be very glad to pass a censure on 
these brethren, but no censure was passed. The majority of the 
church, in good faith, granted letters, as ministers do from all the 
churches from Madison Square to the church in Mercer street, in- 
olusive-^letters such as we were willing to receive and to give, such 
as those who remained would have no objection to receive as "full 
and complete" — such as are nine-tenths of the letters from New 
England. The trouble about the letters, the council will observe) 
was this: that, because of the custom which prevailed in issuing 
letters, as no objection was made, letters were given in the printed 
form in behalf of the female members of the church. When the 
committee made its report, it prescribed the form of letters to the 
brethren. 

As I remarked, this action was intended in good faith, and passed 
with an earnest desire to settle all the troubles. I believe that 
there could have been no reasonable doubt that if the applicants for 
these letters had made application in the ordinary form, there would 
have been no reference to a committee ; no objection to grant let- 
ters ; and their request would liave been passed without debate. 
But coming with the document which you have heard read, it 
seemed due to itself on th pa f he hu h o ake extraordinary 
measures in reply, which hey dd Th y d d ot consider that 
they ware dismissing th se b h n f m the Christian ehnrch. 
They took such measure as he e s y f he case required. 
Suppose a member of our h h b uld eq letter of dismis- 

sion to a church of a diffe n d n n na would have been in 
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accordaiic* with our rules, but, of course no letter would have been 
granted at all— the name would have been stricken from our list. 
Our letters were granted, directed to the other churches they then 
designated. After they were sent, they were returned en masse. 
The letter returning them was sent by the chairman of the meeting. 
It was then discovered that the clerk had delivered them all to one 
of the brethren. The church thought that was very improper; 
that they ought to have been addressed to the individual members, 
throwing "upon each member tbe responsibility of accepting or de- 
clining the letter. But the parties holding these letters in their pos- 
session had not taken that course, atid when they were returned, 
they were distributed, in order to give each member an opportunity 
to decide for himself. It may seem strange — it certainly did to 
the church^that the letters to the females should be withheld. It 
was strange, particularly as many of the brethren who asked, indi- 
vidually, letters, and to whom letters were granted, which were 
not acceptable, joined in saying that the letters for the females would 
be retained until the case of the brethren should be disposed of. 
That did not seem proper in the eyes of the church, nor essential' 
as many of those men had no wives or daughters, and there were 
widows and married ladies who were entitled to their letters whether 
or no. It seemed proper on the part of the brethren of the church 
to make a common case of it. Under these circumstances, the 
church, being wearied with the subject, felt it their duty — as they 
had tendered again and again letters to those brethren directing 
them to the city churches that they wished to go to, as they had 
left our service, as they had left our communion, as they had at- 
tended worship in other churches, every one of them, perhaps, nam- 
ing the church to which he would go, although refusing to accept 
those letters — to erase their names from the church roll as distinctly 
as if they had gone to a church of a different denomination. And 
in such a ca^ic we could not give any under the rule. It was left 
to those brethren to act in accordance with the common law of love. 
And now, the Church of the Puritans hold, that under the circum- 
stances in which they were placed, they were justified, in view of 
their duty to those brethren, having used divers means in endeav- 
oring to bring about a reconciliation, without success, to finally de- 
cide that they were no longer in our connection. They are at lib- 
erty to unite with any other church. There 'is no evidence that they 
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have ever offered the letters to any other church. No one supposed 
that they would be refused iti any of the churches of the city if the 
individual characters of the persons themselves were as ihey 
were believed to be. These are the facts. Perhaps more will be 
added when we hear the additional facts, which I understand are to 
be presented on the other side. 

Dr. Thompsok — I should like to ask whether this request to the 
Church for letters of dismission, was signed by members of the 
Congregation not members of the Church ? 

Mr. GiLMAK—Not the formal request for the letters, but the 
document accompanying it, was signed by members of the Congre- 
gation, wherein they pass opinions upon the conduct of the Church, 
Mr. Woon— We could not. as gentlemen and Christians, leave 
the Church without giving them our reasons. The request for 
letters which we sent to them, was signed by those of us who are 
members, individually. 

Br. Thompsoh — I ask to see whether I understand the matter 
distinctly— that when these brethren requested for themselves letters 
of dismission, accompanying that request, and, in explanation of their 
reason for making it, they sent a certain document to the Church, 
which document was signed both by themselves and by members of 
the Congregation, not members of the Church, acting with them in 
this matter. Is that correct t 
Mr, GiLMAN — Yes, sir, 

Dr, Stoers t[uoted " the undersigned, members of the Societv or 
Church of the Puritans, and either signers of the letters of the 37th 
of April last, (1851) or acquiescing in its request and propriety." 
They represent, as I understand it, that they have signed this letter 
as " members of the Church or of the Society." 

Mr. Wood— Yes, sir; we wished the Church to understand our 
views and position in making this request for letters, and these 
brethren were willing to join us in stating to the Church the i-easons 
by which we were all actuated. 

Dr. Bacoh — I would like to be Jnformed, by either side, or by 
any member of the Council, what bearing that question has upon the 
subject before us. That certain members of the Congregation signed 
that letter, I do not see is an important circumstance. It has been 
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mentioned ou both sides. I would thank any brother to say of 
what it is supposed to be aiguifieant. 

Dr. PoRTBK — It was not introduced by us. I would state that 
FIVE only of the signers of this communication (Appendix A) were 
members of the congregation, and not of the Church. 

Mr, Dextek Fairbanks — I shall detain this Council but a few 
minutes, for I am sick and not able to talk long. I am going to try 
to fling a little light on these letters, and to show why they varied 
from the general form. And I think, when this Council know a!! 
the facts of the case, they will say that our view ought to prevail. 
Mr. Chairman, in the first place, sixteen gentlemen in this Church 
undertook to say that Dr. Cheevbh ought to go away ; and they 
supposed that Dr. Cheever was going to put fhat letter in his pocket 
and say "Good-bye, gentlemen." Dr. Cheever felt, as I believe 
this Council will justify him in feeling, that it was his duty to ask 
his Church whether they wished him to go away. That was a great 
offence in the estimation of these brethren — that he should let any- 
body know he had that letter. They thought he should put it in 
his pocket, and go off ; but he thought fit to ask the Church, " Do 
you wish me to leave V The Church said, ''We have confidence in 
our Pastor, and we will keep him and support him," 

Then, Mr, President, those gentlemen did not ask letters to go 
away, neither did they settle down in a quiet manner, and attend to 
their different duties. But at this time, when they presented their 
letter, they were called upon repeatedly to give us a reason why 
Dr, Cheethe should leave. We waited a considerable period, but 
their time had not come to give an answer. Well, two months 
after that — I won't state dates — the time did eome; and it hap- 
pened to come when Dv. Chebver had left the city to go out West, 
to fill an engagement.* 

* Note by the Commhtbe of the Appellants, — It ia due to exact truth to 
state here, that Dr. Cheever hicaself read the call for the meeting, which was 
signed by 96 members of tbe Church, inciudir^sixTiauj i^ the signers qfthe Lelter 
qfAiml27, 1857. Between tho Babbath, July 12, 1857, when the call was read, 
and July 16th, when the meeting was held, Dr. Cheever left the cUj. Now 
It is cast as a reproach upon the signers of the letter, that they called tLia 
meetiug when Dr. C. was absent ! Yet, he himself, by hia own act, — of 
oourac, not designedly — made the occasion or opportiinltj for these comments 
on tbo in^aanimity of the eeceding brethren. The editors of the N. Y. 
Tiibune were, by somebody, inveigled into a similar representation immedi- 
ately after the adjournment of the Council. It were more becoming to state 
the tacts as they were. 
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Then these brethren called a meeting, and wished to present their 
reasons. The Church of the Puritans thought like this ; "Brother 
Dr. Cheevbb is in the case; he must be present to hear them." 
" It is very improper that these representations should be made 
when Dr. Chesvbr is away ; wait till he has returned, and we will 
hear yoii," * All their reasons were in type that night. 

Moderator— The Council will see where this course of remark 
is tending, how far it is within the limits of a simple statement of 
facts, how far it is justification and argument, and determine whether 
they will sanction it, 

Mr. Fairbanks — I wish to be told if I am pursuing a wrong 
course. I will endeavor to use very few words. We told them we 
could not accept of that statement at that time, but when Br, Ohbb- 
vER had come home we would hear them. Then they offered their 
statement to the world. It was the opinion of many members of 
the Church that discipline ought to be commenced at once, for send- 
ing this statement to the public ; but other members — among whom 
was myself, — [ am happy to be a conservative man — thought that 
we had better not apply it, but that we shonld answer that state- 
ment. We went to the Church records, and we did answer their 
pamphlet from the Church records. Now, all I ask as a member of 
the Church of the Puritans is, that this Council take their report that 
they sent to the world, and take onrg, and compare them with the 
Church records that those brethren made — and we ask nothing else. 
Then these brethren who sent out, those facts to the world, persisted 
in the same course, keeping away from the Church, At last, they 
applied for these letters, aod this question came up : " Can we give 
the usual form of letter ? Can we say good before the word regu- 
lar?" Every man, as I understand it, is a regular member until 
the discipline ia commenced. We left out the word good, and 
the phrase affectionately reoommended. We could not leave these 
in, because these brethren had stated that what we said was not 
true, and they had not come near us for six months, to the com- 
munion table ; imd if those were feets, which they stated, wc should 

"NoiBBY THE CoHsinTEK OK THE ApPELTANTS.— At tMs Very meeting, the 
Churcli even refueed to entertain amotion offerefi by the Clerk, F. W. Kiso, 
Esq., agreeing tohear the disaffected brethren on Dr. Cheever's return. And 
yet Mr. F*!beasks ventures to put such language as this into the. mouth of 
the Church, "Wait till Dr. Cheever rolurns, and we will bear you !" 
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belie ourselves in saying good, and affectionately recommended _ 
"VYe did it on purpose. We did not malte any mistake at all. We 
did just what we meant to do. These letters were sufficient to take 
tiiem into any other Cliurch in Uie city. But we are informed that 
those brethren have said, they didn't care a fig about the letters. 
We expect tti show this Council (and we are under great obligation 
to this Council for inviting us to come here,) that the trouble lies 
in a nutaheli, namely — sis these brethren said in their own minds — 
" We want to dismiss Dr. Cheever, and w6 are determined to do 
it !" All we ask this Council to do is, to take ibeir documents, and 
our Church records, and then I am willing to rest the case in the 
hands of the Council, 

. MoDRRATOR — I deem it my duty to call the attention of the Coun- 
cil to this matter. Those remarks (which I did not see fit to inter- 
rupt) contained personal reflections on the integrity of those breth- 
ren, charging them with asserting false reasons, and that they did not 
care a fig about the letters ; and that their only object was to get 
rid of Dr. Chebvbr, Now if this course of remark is allowed we 
see at once how widely different it is from explanatory statements ; 
and I must say that the Council are either to determine what shall 
be the limit, or give me the discretion to call brethren to order when 
I think they are digressing from the subject. Else, I do not know 
what is to be the result. 

Dr. Bacon — I think you were right in not interrupting the brother, 
but at the same time I think you were entirely right in the state- 
ment you have made. We don't want to have the whole history of 
the difficulties in this Church analyzed here. The documents that 
were connected with the original application for the letters are insep- 
arable from this account, and the reasons why the Church declined 
giving letters in the customary form are what ought to come before 
the Council ; but imputations here, as you suggested, upon the mo- 
tives of these brethren, are, it seems to me, as much out of the way 
as imputations from these brethren would be upon the motives of 
the Pastor or of the members of the Church, Two queslii)ns are 
before us here — First, whether there ought to be anything less than 
a full dismission granted to a brother, desiring to retire, and who is 
not to be dealt with according to the discipline. — There was a sort of 
a letter given to a member in Connecticut. He had been a little 
troublesome, and the Deacon who was then presiding officer in the 
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Church drew up a letter in this form, "We certify to you that A. 
B. is a member of this Church in regular, but by no means high 
standing." Is it well for such a letter to be given to anybody 1 It 
is for these brethren who represent this Church to show us if they 
can that they had a right to pass off upon other churches members 
who were not good members. That is a question which my mind 
labors under, and upon which I would be glad to receive informa- 
tion. And furthermore, we have, in established churches, of ne- 
cessity, a certain mode of terminating the connection between the 
church and a member who has gone off. For example, if he has 
gone to California without notifying the Church, and you want to 
purge his name from the roll, there is a way to do it. The ques- 
tion is, whether this case is governed by that precedent 1 Now, what-' 
ever the brethren can say on their side to give ua light on these two 
questions will be pertinent; but we don't sit here to go over all the 
transactions that have been conaected with this matter. We have 
come on another message, as I understand it. We should give an 
opportunity to them to say anything that will help to remove feel- 
ings that are unkind, for we want to remove them ; but we don't 
want to give opportunities, if we can avoid it, to say anything that 
will have a contrary tendency. 

Eev. 0. J. Warren — I rise with some deference, to address the 
Council, for I fear that I may differ somewhat, perhaps materially, 
from each of my colleagues who have spoken. Dr. Bacon has pre- 
sented the subject in the light that' I have wished it to be presented 
in, since I have been in your presence this evening ; and the simple 
question before you is, as stated in the letter, but more distinctly 
stated by Dr. Bacon, — "Can any other than a full and complete 
recommendatory letter be given any member of any Church V It 
seems to me that the subjects presented to you are theoretical and 
doctrinal, and that they do not require, or hardly permit, any refer- 
ence to ajiy case in particular. But let this Council decide. 

Dr. Bacok— 1 would add to what I said before, that I have re- 
ceived some information from both of the brethren from the Church 
who spoke before the brother who spoke last, in regard to the rea- 
sons of their proceeding in the case. I do not recollect that either 
of them said why the Church declined the request for a Mutual 
Council. I think it would be well to ask them why this proposition 



icioy Google 



33 

was declined. If they would rather not give any reasons, why of 
course I will be satisfied. 

Mr. Warres^ — I do not know that I can answer distinctly the 
questions propounded by Dr. Bacoh. The Church is a collective 
body. It is not certain that any two of the members of that Church 
ever acted distinctly in view of precisely the same points, looking 
at the subject, 

I had desired to say, before taking my seat when last up, that the 
Church, when called upon as they were to give letters, felt them- 
selves competent either to give or to withhold, and if they should 
give letters, to give such as the circumstances demanded and justi- 
fied ; and I believe the Church, as has been repeatedly stated by 
JJeacon Oilman, never has been confined to any specific form of let- 
ter, and probably never will be. I believe that this was the general 
feeling — that the Church had the right to act according to what they 
thought was wise and prudent. And they did so. When the request 
was made for a Mutual Council, the Church deemed it unwise to 
answer that request in the affirmative. The Church saw no neces- 
sity for it, and in their best judgment they decided that they could 
not grant a Mutual Council. This is as far as I know the feelings 
of the Church. 

Db. Ha WES — We can bring this matter to no decision this even- 
ing, and so I move that we adjourn till to-morrow morning, at 9 

The motion of D». Hawes was adopted, and the Council accord- 
ingly adjourned. 



SECOND DAY. 

MOENESG SESSION. 

The Council reassembled, in the large Chapel of the University, 
on Wednesday morning, February 16, at 9 o'clock. 

At the request of the Moderator, 

Dr. Hawes led the Council in prayer. 

The Scribe then read the minutes of the previous meeting, and 
the Moderator inquired if they needed any amendment, when 
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Dr. Bacon observed ; Tho titles of the Churches are given 
correctly, with the exception of the " Third Church of New Haven." 
It 19 properly the " Third Congregational Church." I merely wish 
to give it the denominational title. 

This suggestion was incorporated, nnd the minutes approved. 

Moderator — ^When the Council closed its session last evening, 
we were listeninif to statements from the committee of the Church 
of the Puritans. Do the Committee wish to make any further 
statements at the present time 1 

Mb. Gilman— Mr. Moderator : I beg leave to state two or three 
facts in connection with what has already been presented as the 
charges against the church. If there is time, the clerk of the 
church will place it in written form. The first and second proposi- 
tions on the 7th page of the printed document in your hands refer 
to the " customary letters." I would state, Mr, Moderator, for the in- 
formation of the Council, the circumstances under which this rule was 
adopted, and in what way the word customary was introduced, and 
the interpretation, I think, the Council will fairly put upon it. The 
Church of the Puritans was organized in this building ten or fifteen 
years ago ; and at its organization they adopted certain rules, one 
of which was the granting of customary letters. The word custom- 
ary, of course, must have referred to letters such as Congregation- 
alists in other parts of the land were in the habit of extending one 
to another. But in regard to the custom f tl' hu ch the church 
had no occasion to issue a letter ; the chu h ad p d n form in 
regard to letters, — there is no record of anj f mb n proposed; 
it is not known to those who appear her ha any f m was pro- 
posed to the church. The word customa y u ha had refer- 
ence to the custom in Congregational Chu I I n d not say to 
the members of this Council, that in every church there is a great 
variety of forms used ; probably no Congregational Church what- 
ever is so hound by any precise form of letter, that it could not be 
varied according to the circumstances of the case. Probably (I 
do not know the fact, for I have not seen the letters received by 
this church) probably there are not half a dozen alike. Probably 
in most of the country churches the form is such as the pastor or 
clerk thinks proper to write. I will only allude to a single case to 
show how different some of these letters are. I suppose if I should 
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ask the Co incil m regard to the custom of the (,huri.h in Yale Col- 
lege he wouli say their ptactce wuallj wis to give a letter of 
diamw'ial without sajmg anjth og ahout affeaion ' or anything 
else The church whi(,h I have specially m m nd is a church of a 
different denomination I lead the letter given h> it merely to 
illustrate the poition which I wish to present, and which I consider 
\ery important is. a fact in regard to the cii'^om of this church. 

This certifies that (A B naming the party) is a memher of the 

church, in this citj and during a long resicleiice among us Lis life and con- 
veraation eiemplifled and adorned hia Christian profeEBioa, and since his re- 
moval from this place, our confidence in him is mu^aled and entire ; and, at 
his own request, he is hereby dismissed, and most cheerfully and cordially 

recommended to tho church la — , or any other church where the 

providence of God may cast his lot. 

November 18, 183T. [Signed by the Pastor.] 

I suppose in many cases the Pastor of a church would issue that 
from choice. It might have been in taate to issue it in a private 
letter, but certainly no Pastor here would be willing to adopt that 
in all cases. The printed form that was introduced was not the act 
of the Church of the Puritans. No objection probably has ever 
been made to it. It probably was a copy of a letter from one of 
the Presbyterian Churches in this city, in substance. I have a let- 
ter here, from the Brick Church, from which one or two brethren 
came, signed by the Pastor — a very good authority in some locali- 
ties. The substance of it was probably adopted by the clerk of our 
church for convenience, for it is convenient, in large cities, to have a 
printed form. We wish it distinctly understood, that all the em- 
phasis on the word fMStomary must apply to the churches existing 
at the time this rule was adopted by the Church of the Puritans at 
its formation. The main point is to show that a member is in 
regular standing, and then, by consent of the church, the letter is 
granted ; the form is of minor importance, the substance is what 
we are after. The letter first tendered to these brethren they do 
not allude to. They allude to the one which cuts them off; but 
the letter which was first given to them was in strict accordance 
with the custom of Congregational Churches. 

The other point to which I would make allusion is this : (I can- 
not state it aa a fact, but I believe it to be a fact, and I suppose the 
gentlemen can say whether it is or not). I understand that that 
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interpretation was given to this very rule by one of the Prudential 
Committee in case of a member being sent to Brooltlyn with a let- 
ter, -when, it is said — I do not know whether it is true or not — 
that by special request the letter was qualified, and the printed form 
varied from, on the ground that it was a case where it was expedient 
to do so ; and the Prudential Committee did not issue the letter (as 
] am told) until the form was varied. This is of no importance at 
all, except to show the interpretation put upon it by those who origi- 
nally made the rule itself. The present church do not claim that 
there is any rule about it, except what is customary among Con- 
gregational Churches; and they have a right to alter iS from time 
to time according to the circumstances of the case. And if the 
Pastor varies it in respect to non-essentials, he should not be called 
to account. 

The other point is this ; An allusion has been made to the re- 
fusal of the church to call a Council.— That can be only in regard 
to the subject matter before it. The church had refused to grant a 
council previously, but it was in reference to subjects entirely for- 
eign to what is now before you, and so I won't allude to tbem. 

Dr, Bacon— I believe I asked why the Church declined giving 
a Mutual Council on this last question 1 

Mr. GiLMAN— No reasons were assigned, lliey thought it was 
too trivial a proposition, and did not think a Council necessary. 1 
am not authorized to give any reasons, I have already communi- 
cated the substance of what occurs to me, I do not know whether 
the Clerk has anything further. 

Mr. Bbnjamin K. Phelps, Clerk of the Church of the Puritans, 
said: I wish to present a statement embodying the views of the 
Committee. The Committee regret that in preparing it they have 
been necessarily obliged to do so in great haste, and the positions 
the Church has taken may be inconsiderately expressed, although 
they do not deem that they are inconsiderately, or unwisely taken. 

Mr. Phblfs then read the following statement : 

The Committee of the Church of tlie Puritans deputed to attend th« Coun- 
oil now in aeseion, in behalf of the Chutch, respectfully Eubmit the following 
statement: 

The Church of the Puritans, while constrained to decliue the proposition 
made to thero to unite in this as a Mutual Council, ate entirely willing and 
ready to furnish to this Council any information in their power as to the mat- 
ters submitted by the parties who have coDvened it. 
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The queetions involved are, 

Mrit. The right of the Church to issue the letters they did to the members 
by whom and in whose behalf this Conncil is convened. 

This Church does not suppose that any Congregationalist will deny tie 
right of the Church topscbtl fmtthltt hh shall be given 
to its members wben apply g f d m es 

The Church could n ac d w th th n th tanding rule, aa 

quoted by the appellant h h g th m th ry letters, as the 

printed form which has b us 1 la tjled th gh th r that nor any 
other form has been formally ad pt d by th Gh h pt individual and 

particular cases. The w 1 nMf m ^ w U It w to f ot to onr print- 
ed form, but to the euatom of the Churches ; for when this rule was adopted 
there was no form printed. The ninth standing rule provides that, "ifatthe 
end of one week after the applieatiou no objection has been made to the Pas- 
tor, ho or the Clerk shall issue the customary certificate," &c. 

In this case there is no dispute, and it appears by the Church records that 
objecUons were made in due time to the issuing of the customary letters to 
these appellants. There was then no authority in the Church to grant the 
onsfomaxy letters. They could not do it. Here then was a case presented 
for the government of which the rules made no provision. The Church then, 
after much and careful deliberatior,, resolved upon the course finally pursued, 
which it was well understood was a compromise adopted as the last and moat 
effective method of removing the difficulty.' A part of the Charch were in- 
clined to proceed to immediate discipline. All finally agreed, however, upon 
the course which was adopted. The Church prescribed the form of letter, be- 
ing perfectly certain that that form was sufficient lo admit the brethren into 
any Church they chose. They did not feel that they were doing any wrong 
in dismissing those brethren who had offended and grieved them, to other 
Churches, because the other Churches to which they proposed going were all 
cognizant of the matters of difference and been observei's of the whole contro- 
versy, and were, abundantly able to judge for themselves of the fitness of 
' these appellants for their communion. 

If so far there was anything irregular it must have been on the part of the 
members of the Church who objected to the customary letters being iasoed. 
But those objections having once been made, the Chnreh could not grant the 
customary letters until these objections were removed. They were not re- 
moveii until this course *is adopted. The Church had to provide for an 
anomalous case, and exercised its undoubted right to determine what its 
eonrse should be. 

Second. The second point made by the appellants here is answered in the 
formei head, showing that the ninth rule not only did not recfuire, hut pre- 
vented the Church from granting such letters. 

Third. That the spirit as well as the letter of the tenth slanding -rule refers 
only to private grievances, as is evident from its form, and not to matters of 
public notoriety, and the application for letters of a united and semi-organ- 
ized body. 

Fo-uHh. The exscinding resolution, so called, was adopted after perfectly 
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sufficient letters had been twice iBturned to the Church, and the Charch had 
no reason, to hope or expect that Ihe persons to whom they ha5 been issued in- 
tended to use them. A departure from precedent is amply justified by the 
fact that the case was a. wholly anoinalous and extraordinary one. This 
Church feels bound, as a Church of the Lord Jesus Christ, to exercise its own 
jadgment in matters presented for its coosideration ; and when the case is en- 
tirely without precedent, it is evident that the action of the Church must 
naturally be without precedent also. 

Without going into the history of the Church difficulties which this Council 
hai espresaed an unwillingnesa to consider, (but which the Church are ready 
at any time to lay before this Council, should they desire it,) the Church 
would call attention to the extraordinary and entirely anprecedcnted nature 
of the applications made by these appellants to the Church, accompanying it, 
as they confessedly did, by a document signed by themselves and also by 
members of the Society. This document was part of the application, and 
must be and has been considered as such. Is it not unusual, extraordinary 
and unprecedented fur members of a Christian and Congregational Church to 
accompany their application for letters of dismissal therefrom with such a 
document as the one in this case ? The question of precedent, then, is not to 
enter in this case. 

l^h. It Is not true that there can in no case be a compromise between full 
fellowship and discipline; and, moreover, the Church did not by any action 
that they have taken permit or hinder the fuU fellowship of the members dis- 
missed with any Church they might desire to unite with. The letters are ad- 
mitted to be sufficient to carry them iut« full fellowship, and that they are 
not now in full feEowshlp with those other Churches is their own fault, if 
fault there be, and theirs alone. The Church did not conceive itself bound 
to furnish such a letter as the member or members applying for dismissal 
should pro fit to dictate or require A good and sufficient letter was giveu to 
secure them admission into any otbe Cb rch Having offered them these 
letters twice, and having had them tw ce returned the t hurch determined not 
to proceed to any extreme measures of d sc pi e as ome advised, and 
strongly urged, but to close th s fr tless and p ofitle°s bandying of letters 
back and forth, by declaring these brethren defin lelj and finally dismissed 
from their membership. This the hurch bad a lull and most undoubted 
right to do, violating no Congregational order nor preuedent In so doing, but 
simply establishing their own course in an entirely unprecedented and anom- 

Sixtli. That in declining the proposition for a Mutual Council, the Church 
acted within the strict line of duty as a Church. The Church does not see 
that any Church requires the Instrnecion of a Council as to the form of letter 
it shall give to members asking Ibr dismissal from it, nor does this Cburch 
conceive it necessary, after having once marked out its own course in a new 
and unusual case, to assemble a Council to ask if they have done rightly. 
The Church were called upon to act in an emergency, which, perhaps, and 
probably in this form, never occurred before in a Congregational Church, and 
for which certainly this Church knows no precedent. 
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The simple queetion involved is; whether a Congregational Church of the 
Lord JesuB Chriat does or does not act within the proper scope of its authority 
and independence when it decides for itself, and definitely, what is the course 
to be pursued in a case entirely without precedent in the history of the 
Church ; whether a Congregational Church has a right to adopt novel meaa- 
nres in novel emergencies, lliis Church firmly believes that such is and 
must be the right of every Congregational Choroh. Without such a right 
being conceded, anomalous cafes could never be decided tij the Churches. If 
the Church had the right to adopt any course that was unusual and novel in 
an unusual and novel case, then neither this Council nor any other body can 
properly decide whether the course actually adopted was a wise and Christian 
one, without first hearing a full and explicit statement of all the transiictions 
connected with the matter, and of all the causes, however remote they may 
be, which led to the adoption of that particular course. Such an espo^tion 
in this ca£<i the Council seem to be inclined not to hear, and therefore will 
proceed to consider as the Church conceives, only the theoretic and doctrinal 
question of, whether a Church way in an estraordinary case adopt extraor- 
dinary measures. 

Praying for the Messing of God upon the various members of the Council, 
and upon the Churches which they represent, the Church offers this statement 
to the Council through their Committee, 

BBNJ. K. PHELPS, J Pi"tans. 

Moderator — Do the Committee wish to make any further state- 
ment at this time ? 

Mr. Wakren— Mr, Moderator, as one of the Committee, I beg 
leave to my a. few words. This document, submitted by the Clerk 
of the Church, was written last evening, after leaving this Couneil, at 
a iate hour, and it has been submitted to the Committee this morn- 
ing, and, except in a few sentences, meets my approbation. There is 
a question whether those particular points in it which refer to the 
full competency of that letter to admit into any or all other Churches, 
and one or two other questions, should have been inserted. But I 
did not make any objection to them, and shall not now. I believe 
the feehngs of the Church were, that thei would give such a letter a*, 
they thought the cirt,u instances justified, and kave it for the apph 
cants, and the Churches to whom thej were sent, to decide upon 
their competency tor admission That document maj be liable, 
perhaps, to i misconception, where it ipeaks ol the light of the 
Chuich to adopt any form of letter in particular emeigencies I 
hope tlll^ Councl will not suppose thit tht Committee, or the 
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Church, or any of its members, would think it possible that the 
liberty and independence of a Church of Christ should ever descend 
into licentiousness aad into estravagance. And when I say, that 
when the Church has a right to adopt such a form of letter of dismis- 
sion in extraordinary ease^ as the eireu instances demand, I wish it to 
be understood as meaning within tJie bounds of Christian pro- 
priety. The Church felt that, under the circumstances, they could 
not give the printed form of letter. Neither were the Church, as a 
body, willing to cut off these brethren from the communion of other 
Churches. 

Dr. Hawes — Has the Church a printed form which it usually 
adopts, of recommendation or dismission? 

Mr. Warrem — I think not, sir. A form was printed, if I under- 
stand aright, by the Clerk of the Church for his owe convenience, and 
the Church has not always abided by that form. I would say on 
this point, that the Church has deviated from that form in exactly 
the same way, and I believe by the suggestion of Deacon Wood- 
Application was made by a member, a clergyman, for letters of ad- 
mission and recommendation to a Church in Brooklyn; and circum- 
stances prejudicial to his standing as a clergyman and Christian, in 
reference to some important points, were suggested to the Pruden- 
tial Committee, and, if I am rightly informed, Deacon Wood was not 
willing that he should receive the usual printed form without ap- 
pending to it a statement, which statement was the means of pre- 
venting his admission to the Church to which he applied for admis- 
sion. 

Dr. Porter — I would like to ask Mr. Warren whether he is 
aware that there has. been any deviation from this printed form in 
any one case, except that of the appellants and of Mr. Hatch? 

Dr. Thompson^Is that ease of Mr, Hatch admitted 1 

Dr. Porter — I wish to introduce it at the proper time, but I de- 
sired to bring out this question when there is an opportunity. 
. Moderator — Perhaps it would be better to defer any inquiries 
to the proper time. 

Dr. Porter — 1 would like to ask the question now, because 1 
wish to prevent auy farther dispute. 

The question was repeated, and 

Mr. Warren replied — I am not aware of any other deviation. 
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I was about to say that, if I am rightly informed, a letter was given 
from one of the Churches in New Haven to one of the Churches in 
this City in the usual form, appended to which was a qualification 
from the Pastor that the member had gone into the sale of liquor 
in a hotel, or something like that, and the effect of the appendix was 
the means of keeping the brother out of the Church for a long time, 
but after discussion he was finally admitted. Now, Mr. Modera- 
tor and brethren of the Council, I hope you will understand that the 
Church, when pleading for the independence or right to exercise its 
judgment in regard to the course to be pursued by it in novel and 
extraordinary circumstances, does not mean to advocate the right to 
descend into licentiousness, or anything that outrages Christian doc- 
trine or Christian courtesy. I am not aware that a single individual 
of this Church ever desired that a sentence of excommunication 
against these brethren should be passed, or that a barrier to their 
full communioa in any other Church was designed. They felt that 
the character and conduct of the applicants for these letters, and the 
circumstances under which the letters were given, were well known, 
and that the Churches were perfectly competent to decide upon the 
matter ; and there was no unwillingness that those brethren should 
enter any other Church to which they wished to go, and be there 
welcomed in full communion. If tho Council ask for information 
as to why these brethren should not have received from the Chwrch 
a full recommendation, or any other letters than those they did re- 
ceive, I do not see how it is possible for the members of this Com- 
mittee, or the Church of the Puritans, to give the Council any light 
upon that subject, without the presentation of the practical conduct 
of those brethren, and acts which they had done — in view of which 
the Church granted such letters as they did — and such a presenta- 
tion of the facts of the case I suppose to have been shut off, by the 
resolution that nothing back of this request for a Council should be 
received. 

Moderator — Have the Committee finished their statements for 
the present 1 

Mr, Phelps — I have here the records of the Church which will 
show the action of the Church upon the application for letters, which, 
if the Council desire, I will read for their instruction. 

Dr. BACorr— I think that is a matter that comes properly before us. 

No objection being made, the Moderator told the Clerk he might 
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read the record. Mr Phelps then proceeded to read the minutes of 
the Church, March 13, 1858, when 

Dr. PoRTBE said — That is in our printed document. 

Mr. Phelps — The fimd action is, but the proceedings of the 
Church are not. Of course we have no desire to intrude it. 

Dr. Porter — It is, as I understand it, a record of the proceedings 
of the Church at their first meeting, when they were called on to 
act on the communication, Appendix A. 

Mr. Phelps — This is a meeting that was held on the 12th of 
March, 1858, and the first recital on the record as having applica- 
tions for dismissal presented, for " the following persons," naming 
the persons concerned in this proceeding. 

Dr. Porter — If we are to have the records of the action of the 
Church, it may be necessary for us to adduce testimony showing the 
circumstances under which that meeting was held, the spirit by which 
it was actuated, &c. ; and to go into some detail which would not 
be desirable, and might rather contravene the course of policy we 
prescribe to ourselves. 

Mr. Phelps — It is before the Council if they desire to have it, 
but the Committee have no desire to intrude it. 

Dr. Porter — Will the brother show the point or purpose for which 
the Committee wish to introduce it? 

Mr. Phelps — The Committee do not wish to introduce it. It was 
suggested that it might be introduced, and a member of the Com- 
mittee called for it, and I proceeded to read it. 

Dr. PoBTEK — We have no desire that it should be introduced, 
though we do not shrinls: from hearing it, provided the Council will 
give us an opportunity of introducing other testimony respecting it. 

Dr. Palmer — Unless it has some special bearing, I thinlt it would 
not be well to read it. It may involve a good many issues which 
will take up much time in controverting. If it gives only facts bear- 
ing on the general controversy we do not want it. 

Dr. Bacon — The reason I called for it was this : The record of 
the Church, on the application of these members for letters of dis. 
missal, is the very res gestm on which we are to act. We have had 
extracts from the record ; why not have the whole of it? As Dr. 
Palmer said, if it contains any new facts pertinent to the case, we 
ought to have it. If it does not, it would do no harm to read it. 

Dr. Portbh — If the Committee will give us some view of the 



icioy Google 



43 

object, wc can decide better whether or not to withdraw our ob- 
jection. 

Dr. Thompson — When the Clerk rose I was about to pat a ques- 
tion, which 1 suppose the reading of the record would answer, and 
if it is not read I will put the question, as one calculated to enlighten 
the Coundl. I would state, in one werd, that the point I have in 
mind is (according to the sugge.stIou made), that the granting of 
these lettera was a compromise in the Church itself, between par- 
ties of different sentiments, one party insistiog upon discipline, and 
the other preferring a full dismission ; and that those parties came 
to a compromise in granting this letter, not with a view to reproach 
these brethren, but with a view of terminating the controversy in 
this Church without damage to these brethren. 

Dr. Porter — ^We withdraw all objection to the reading of these 
minutes. We wish the Council to understand that the action of the 
Church was adopted, to a certain extent, with a desire to mediate 
between two parties ; and as we claim, this extrerne action is in part 
accounted for in this way : that there were parties aside from the 
appellants — parties in the majority. 

Moderator — Does the written statement contain anything else 
than what we have heard for the last two hours 1 

Mr. GiLUAN — I stated yesterday that this letter to these brethren 
was granted in good faith, and not intended as a reproach to them. 
Prom the remarks of one of the Committee afterwards (Mr. Pair- 
banks) it would appear that he had a, different view of it. One of 
the brethren has since told me that he (Mr. Pairbanks) did not vote 
for it. The facts were these : that letter was not granted by per- 
sons who were willing to censure the applicants. Persons may 
have voted for that letter reluctantly, because they wished disci- 
pline ; but it was granted in good faith. When the letter was pre- 
pared, and some persons who were unwilling to grant a letter saw 
a tendency to its being granted, they moved that the reply to the 
document of these brethren should be appended to the letter. This 
request was passed upon in the negative ; the Church refused to 
annex to the letter anything which of necessity would carry any sub- 
ject matter to any other Church. If that reply had been annexed 
to the letter in such a form that in presenting it at Madison Square 
Presbyterian Church, or the Brick Church, it would not have been 
received, the vole would not have been passed ; for there were 
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brethren there who knew it wonld he entirely improper to commu- 
nicate to any other Church anything reflecting npon those brethren. 

Dr. BuDDiNOTON — If I understand Deacoa Gilman, ha means to 
deny that there was any intention to imply censure. 

Mr. Gilman — I cannot doubt that the Cliureh meant what they 
said in their letter. There might have been as mauy opinions as 
individuals; hut in adopting it, the Church did not intend any 
censure, 

MoDBKATOR — The Moderator understands that the record is but 
an authoritative written statement respecting the very r&s gestm 
whieii has been stated by the Committee. I will therefore admit 
its being read, unless the Council overrule it. — The Clerk will pro- 
ceed to read. 

Mr. Phelps then proceeded to read, without interruption, min- 
utes of meetings of the Church of the Puritans at which the case of 
the appellants was discussed, as follows: — 

MARCH 12, 1858. 

A businees meeting of the Church was held in the Lecture Room after pre- 
paratory Lecture, the PuBtor presiding. jVTr. B. K, Phelps was elected Clerk 
pro km. The Pastor presented applicatione for letters of dismiEBal and recom- 
mendation to other Churches from the following persons, (pving the names 
of tie female and then the male members.) 

Mr. J. W. HiLSTEAD objected tolettersbeinggrantetltothegentlemenabove 
named, on the ground that they hafl promulgated slanderous and false accuse 
Hons against the Pastor of the Church. 

Mr. B. K. PuEtPs a!90 objected, beoaase the members so applying are not in 
such relation with the Churah that the CSiurch can eonsistentiy grant tbem 
letters. 

Mr. SiBEEB offered the following resolution : 

Resolved, That in view of certain slanderous charges and insinuations against 
the Pastor of this Church, published in a pamphlet by certain brethren of 
this Church, and fully investigated by a Committee of this Chureh and foun<l 
to be not only without foundation in fact, but singulEirly gratuitous, unjust, 
and unwarrantable, and yet reiterated recently in the applications of some 
of those brethren for letters of dismisBion, that the authors and abettors of 
those be and they hereby are solemnly censured bythis Church, and urged to 
repentance of their sine. 

The resolution was seconded, 

Mr. B. W. CHB3TEB. called for the reading of the document which he heard 
had accompanied the application for letters of dismiBsal and recommendation, 
and it was read by the Clerk. Mr. CnESTKB moved that the whole matter 
be referred to a Commiteo of three to consider the same and report to the 
Church. 

After discussion Mr. Chmteb withdrew his motion, ani] the meeting was 
adjourned to Friday, March 26, 1858, at 7 J P. M. 
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SPECIAL BUSINESS MEETING, MAECH 26, 1858. 

At 8 o'clock the meeting was called to order by the Clerk, and, the Pastor 
being absent, on motion. Mr. William C. Giluax was elected Moderator. 

The ChMrinan presented the applicatione of J. Waiter Camp and Mrs. 
Lauba Camp for letters of diemissal, &c. 

Sir, SiBKEE having by consent witbdrawn his resolntion offered at the last 
meeting, Mr. Chaeles Abbknetht offered the following preamble and reso- 
ution :~(See Appecdis B of Appellants' Statement—ropra.) 

Dr. A. H. Hart moved to strike out all Mr. Abernethy's resolution and 
sabstitute tba following ; 

Eesolsed, That a Committeo of five be appointed, of wbom the Pastor shall 
be one, to report upon the lates of Christ on the subject of discipline ; and also 
upon the Toal nature and character, in the ligbt of those laws, of tbe offences 
with which certain disaffected membeis stand charged in a document recently 
pablished to the world by this Church, and also upon the action which this 
Church should take in relation to said offences. 

Resolution seconded. 

Dr. Hart advocated tbe passing of the resolution offered by himself, but 
subseqnently withdrew the resolution. 

Mr. Halstead and Mr. Phelps withdrew their objections (made at the last 
meeting) to granting of letters. 

' Mr. Edoar moved that Mr. Abbbnethy'b resolution be amended by adding 
words instructing the Clerk to write the letters of dismissalon tbe same paper 
with the preamble and resolution, so that they sliaU form but one document. 

Seconded. 

The question being put on the amendment, it was lost. 

The question being put on the adoption of the preamble and resolution of- 
fered by Mr, Abemethy, it was adopted. 

After 'prayer by Dr. Ball, the mee^ng was adjourned. 

Fkbdeeuck W. Eino, Cfcri, 

REGULAR BUSINESS MEETING, MAY 7, 1858. 

Dr. A. S. Ball was called to the Chair, and Bro. THEODonB D. Wabben ap- 
pointed Clerk pro tern. 

Bro. FiJBBASKa offered the following preamble and resolution : 

Whereas, Messrs. Wood, Kinqslet, Johnson, Havens and others wore re- 
cently dismissed from the Church at their own request, therefore. 

Resolved, That this dismissal was the final act of the Church with respect 
to those brethren, and that the Clerk be and is hereby ordered to erase their 
names from the books. 

Bro. E. W. Chebteb moved that the resolution and the entire subject be te- 
fered to a Committee of three, whose duty it should be to iaquire into and 
report to the Church tbe facts relating thereto, and to recommend such a 
coarse of action aa in their judgment would be proper to be pursued. 

After some discussion of the motion, Bro. Gilmak Boved an adjou 
which motion was lost. 
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The motion made by Bro. Chbster was adopted, iiad Bros. E. W. Chester, 
CniRLEs Abebketev and Dexteb Faibbsnks were appoioted such Committee. 

On motion, adjourned. _ 

Fbkdekick W. Kinu, Cls-k. 

June, 15th, 1658. 

A special business meeting was iield in the lecture-room, at half-past 8 
o'clock, pursuant to a call signed by ten members of the church, and read 
from the pulpit the preceding Sabliath. 

The meeting was called to order by the Clect, and on motion of Bro. E. W. 
Chibter, Bro. James 0. Benkett was appointed Chairman. 

It having been suggested that Reporters mere present, by a vote of the 
church, they were requested to withdraw. 

Bro. E. W. Cbesteb stated the business of the meeting to be the hearing of 
the report of a Special Committee appointed pursuant to a resolution offered 
by Bro. Faikbasks, at the meeting held May 7th, 1858, and, as ehaitman of 
that Committee, proceeded to read the Report as follows : 

(The papers accompanyiDg the Report will be found subjoined t« the min- 
utes of this ineetinir. 

B. K. PHELPS, Clerk.*) 

On motion, the report of the Committee was accepted. 

BrO. Phelps offered the following resolution as an amendment to the re- 
port of the Committee, (having first moved the adoption of the Report, which 
was seconded,) striking out all after the clause commendng " your Committee 
recommend that letters" to the dose of said Report, except the sentence 
" your Committee recommend the adoption of the following resolution, to 
wit;" and substitute therefor the following: 

Resolved, that the action of the said brethren in not presenting the letters 
already granted to them to the several churches with which they proposed 
uniting, and in returning the same to the church, Justifies this church in de- 
claring the concluding clause of those letters rendered null and void, by tbeir 
own act, and their peculiar connection with this church terminated. 

Resolved, That the Clert of the church be indtructed to inform those breth- 
ren that their letters are in his hands, subject to their orders, and to eraae 
their names from the list of members of this church. 

The amendment was seconded. 

Bro. Hast offered as an amendment lo the amendment, the following ; 
Whereas, 0. E. Wood, E. M. Kingsley, J. K. Johnson, Henry A. Hurlbut, 
Jarad Unsly, E. N. Havens, Albert Chesebro, L. N. Cowley, Richard Brown, 
A. T. Dwight, F. E. Mather. Edward J. Owen, William Way, Stephen Paul, J. 
Conover, Jr., S. Churohill, E. M. Morgan, W. S. Thomson, Elisha Peck, Wil- 
liam B. Ishara, E. C. Wilcox, and J. W. Camp, hare applied for letters of 
dismission from this church ; and 
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IFfemw, Certain if not all of these brethrea have conspired, as we believe, 
to deprive this cburch of the eminefltly acceptable aad Buocessful minieter, 
the Kev, Dr. CHG£y£R ; and 

Whereas, By their secret and dishonest efforts to deetroy the affection and 
confidence existing botween Pastor and people, have endeavored to sow in 
this congregation the evU seeds of strife, disunion and alienation ; and 

Wliereat, During a momentous period of our country's history, and when 
the Paato( of this church, in the rightful performance of his work had di- 
rected universal attention, and inoorred great oppoBitioft and reproach, by his 
denanciation, from the word of God, of the unequalled iniquity of human 
slavery, and his faithful warnings to the nation of its dangers on acconnt of 
It, these same parties, moved chiefly, as we bolievc, by dissatisfaction with his 
views and course on this subject, cruelly toolt advantage of the circumstances 
to send hbu a private letter, calling upon him to resign ; and 



Whereoi, They should have sustained him in preaching the whole word of 
God, they .declared him in error, chargipg that he intruded ou their ears 
themes of a national, political, and exciting nature ; and 

Whereas, These same parties having failed, in July, 1857, to iodnee the church 
to entertain charges against the Pastor in his absence, immediately published 
and circulated widely a pamphlet containing gross misrepresentations and 
calumnies against Dr. Cheever and the church, all of which are set forth in 
their true light, and stamped with its disapprobatjon in the published reply 
of the church ; and 

Whereas, Said parties, one and all, accompanied their request for dismission 
with a written reiteration of all the disproved slanders and calumnies whicb 
any of them had previously uttered and published against the Pastor of this 
church ; and 

Wka-eaa, Under these circumstances, with all the facts of their unfaithful- 
ness, untruthfulness, and manifold offences against the I^stor and purity of 
this church, staring us in tbe face, we could not, without due repentance and 
confession on their part, continue to extend to them our Christian fellowehin ■ 
and 

Where/a, It would he a gross violation of honor, and a betrayal of the con- 
Edence which should ever exist between different sections of the church, to 
give a passport or lend our aid in any measure for the purpose of securing 
admission to other churches to men whom we deem unworthy of continuance 



Besolned, That we do now solemnly withdraw onr Christian fellowship from 
0. E. Wood, E. M. Kiagsley, J. E. Johnson, R. N, Havens, E. C. Wilcox, 
Henry A. Hurlbut, Jared Linely, M. D., Albert Chesebro, L. N. Cowley, 
Richard Brown, A. T. Dwight, P. E, Mather, Edward J, Owen, William Way, 
Stephen Paul, S. Conover, Jr., S. Churchill, E. M. Morgan, W. S. Thomson, 
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On motion of Bro. ABBHBETirT, Bro. Hait's ameTuMeni was laid oa tt* (a5fa 
mthimf dAate* 

On motion of Bro. Smith, Bro. Phblps' ameodment, after Bomedisoussiou, 
was a^m laid on Vae table. 

The quBSSioQ recurring upon the udoptlon of the Keport, it waa considered 
separate from the resolutions accompanying the same, and unanimouBly 
adopted. 

On motion ot Bro. Abel, the first reaolutioa recommended by the Commit- 
tee was adopted. The eecond was then adopted, and the tliird also. 

The meeting then afljourned. 

Da, Porter— -I would ask the clerk if this report, having been 
adopted, was recorded on the pages of the minutes? 

Mr. Phelps — The Committee accompanied this report with the 
documents submitted by the appellants here, and this report and the 
papers accompanjing it are in the records of the chureh. I believe 
that is all that appears on the minutes. Among the church records 
are two protests against the final action of the church as adopted — 
one presented by the minority of the church, another by the Pastor. 

Dr. Thompson — What was finally adopted, then, as I understand 
it, was this Appendix C, being the Report of Messrs. Chester, Aber- 
nethy and Fairbanks, with resolutions attached, 

Db. BuDDiBOTON— If I understand it, then, the chureh was not re- 
sponsible except for the last resolutions, 

Mr. Phelps — The church ara not responsible for any but the last 
inti'oduced resolutions — those finally adopted. 

Dr. Bdddikoton — I supposed this which the clerk has read was a 
record of the church's doings, but I find that the church had not 
become responsible for it in the end. I submit whether we are not 
liable to be misguided by this reading. 

Moderator — The effect of this will be considered vhe tl e Coun- 
cil deliberates by itself as to the proper influence of tl ese proceed- 
ings. It was impossible for the Moderator to kno v hat at, done 
in respect to these resolutions before the church, unt 1 the clerk came 

if the JjjpsUanM.— ll is Ihus shown Ihal thest privale opinion* of 
hcrecorllB uf Ibe Chuich, allhough laid upon the Isble; wfailsllbe 
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to the final statement. I would now ask once more, Have the com- 
mittee finished their statements ? 

Me, Phelps — Is it the wish of the Council to hear the protest? 
The committee do not wish to do anything more than to give such 
information to the Council as they require. They do not wish to 
intrude anything. I mean the pi-otest from certain members of the 
church, and the protest from the Pastor. 

■ Dr. Thompson — I wish for a single moment to fix attention to a 
fact brought out by this reading, to wit; That at the time that this 
letter, of which these brethren complain, was granted, there was a 
wide diversity of sentiment in the church itself, and a- spirit of cen- 
sure tolerably rampant in some minds against these brethren. The 
church voted all that spirit down and laid it on the table; it would 
not adopt any of those expressions of crimination or censure, and 
finally granted a letter; and, after having repudiated all those forms of 
censure, finally granted this letter in the spirit of compromise, but 
not in the spirit of reproach to the brethren wanting a letter. That 
is the answer, I think, which the reading of this record gives to the 
question I proposed — a question somewhat vital to the question be- 
fore the Council. 

MoDEEATOR-— I would suggest that comments of this description 
would be more properly admitted when the Council are by them- 
selves. We are- now merely receiving statements from the par- 

Dk. Portbr — I wish to call the attention of Db. Buddington, 
who was not present, to one fact which has been omitted in the read- 
ing, but which will be found in the printed document, namely, that 
the report (on page 13, Appendix C) was adopted. And 1 would 
also, in this connection, observe, that brother Thompson, in calling 
the attention of the Council to what he calls a fact, has entered into 
an argument in respect to the merit of the case. He has called the 
attention of the Council to the case, that there was "a spirit of een- 
sure tolerably rampant." Now I would call the attention of the 
Council to the fact that this "tolerable" spirit of censure, after be- 
ing toned down into Christian rampancy 

Dr. THOMPSON—I did not Christianize it. 

De. Porter — At all events, that it was rebuked, and that the 
issue was the compromise which appears on pages 13, 14, and 15, 
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(Appendix C) which, we shall show, is rather intolerable. And this 
I simply offer as an argument to meet the argument which has been 
presented. 

MoDBRATOB — It is not in order for memhers to comment upon 
the matters before the Council at this time. Proper time will be 
given. If no further statements are to he presented or no more 
questions to be asked, Dr. Porter will proceed with his reply. 

Mr. Chapman — It is stated that in the case of Mr. Hatch .1 differ- 
ent form of letter was used, and I understand there is to be some 
reply to that. I got the impression from the statement of Mr. 
GiLMAS, that this form had been varied from in other cases. I 
would like to know whether the case of Mr. Hatch is the only ease 
in which the usual form was departed from 1 

Mr, Oilman — I was misunderstood. I do not know that it was 
varied from or not. I never saw a printed form until this contro- 
versy arose. 

Mr. Chapman — I understood that the printed form was used for 
the women and not for the men. And although the committee dif- 
fer in their statements of motives, perhaps I understand rightly, 
that it was intended by the church not to certify that the men were 
in "good standing," and not to "affectionately recommend" them. 
I understand that it was intentional on their part to make that 

Mr. McCall — The impression I got from the reading of the clerk 
was, that the requests for letters from the ladies were separate from 
those of the gentlemen. I wish to know how that was? I would 
ask the clerk if he hag them? 

Mr. Phelps — I have the original letters, applying for dismissal 
certificates. Those gentlemen who had families applied with their 
families in what I supposed to he the customary form — " That (A. 
B.) and (C. D.) hie wife, and (E. F.) his daughter, apply for dis- 
missal and recommendation to (such church as they wish). 

Dr. PoRTBB — That each gentleman applied for himself, and where 
he had ladies, applied for them in the same letter in the usua! 

Dr. Bacon — I would like to be informed, sometime in the course 
of the proceedings, whether the persons making these applications 
had withdrawn in effect from this church — from communion with it, 
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from its ordinances, from its worship — and bad connected them- 
selves in effect with other congregations before malting these appli- 
cations—and if so, how long 1 It will do any time when it is con- 
venient. 

MoDBRATOB — Are the committee prepareti to answer such ques- 

Mr. GiLMAN — I would be very glad if the gentlemen who made 
the application would answer that question. They know better 
than we do. Wc were not at other churches. We have no means 
of knowing, except from common report, and we cannot answer from 
common report. 

Dr. PoBTEB — It does not appear that any action of the church 
was based upon that. We have no objection to state the facts, 

Moderator — If the Council wish to put that question hereafter, 
full time and opportunity will come. It would seem by the sug- 
gestion of the committee of the church, that the question must be 
addressed to others than themselves. Unless an immediate answer 
is requested. Dr. Porter will proceed to address the Council. 

Mr. Fairbanks — This committee is ready to answer. 

Dr. Porter — We have no objection to answer. It is a proper 
question enough to come up. 

Mr. Abbott — I would ask in regard to the issue of those two 
classes of letters, which were in different forms respectively. Were 
they issued at the same time,, together, or separately 1 

Mr. PesLpe — They were not issued at the same time, I think. I 
was not clerk at the time. But objection was made to granting 
the letters to the male members, and whether the letters bear date 
at the same time or not, I do not know ; but no objection being 
made to the applications of the females, it was the duty of the 
clerk to make out the letters without any direction from the 
church. 

Mr. Wood — I would state that the twenty-six letters to the 
ladies were enclosed in one envelope, and the twenty-two for the 
gentlemen in another, and were received by us at the same time. 

Mr. Phblps^ — -I was not clerk at that time. 

Mr. Wood — The letter of Mr. Kino-, on page 12 of the pamphlet, 
(commencement of Appendix B.,) explains that matter.. I will 
read it : 
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New Yobe, April 8, 1858. 
E. M. EiHOSLBT, Esq : DiAa Sra : On the 2fith of February last I received 
through you " written requests from landiy members of the Cburob of the 
Puritans for letters of dismission from that cburcli and of recomtaendation 
to other ohurehes." 

The, requests of the members were duly presented to the church, and ob- 
jections having been made to the granting of letters to the brethren apply- 
ing for them, an adjournefl meeting was held, at which a preamble and reso- 
lution were adopted, a copy of which is herewith furnished to you. 

No objections having been made to the granting of lettera to the femal'^ 
members who have applied for them, such letters arc herewith sent to you. 

To the male members I have issued letters in the form prescribed by the 
resolution ahove mentioned, which also I send to you in accordance with the 
request in your note of Febrnary 2B, 1858. 

The copy of the preamble ana resolution la sent to yon for the information 
of all the brethren, from several of whom I received the assurance that one 
copy would suffice for all. Tours respectfuUy', 

Fkbuerick W. KraO, 
Clert of Church of Puritans. 
Moderator — That would seem fully to answer the question. 
Dr. StoKRs — I observed that last evening Mr, Gilman, in his re- 
marks, referred once or twice to the fa«t that applications for dis 
mission on the part of the gentlemen did not come under the opera- 
tion of the Eule, because objection was made to granting their 
requests. Now, the rule may be susceptible, perhaps, of two inter- 
pretations, and the question I wish to ask is, whether the interpre- 
tation which he seemed by implication to put upon it, is customary 
in that church ? The rule says that " Requests for such letters may 
be announced by the person presiding at the weekly prayer meeting 
or lecture, anc! if, at the end of one week, no objection has been 
made to the Pastor, he or the clerk shall issue the customary cer- 
tificate." I should suppose, on reading the rule, that the import of 
that was this : that universal acquiescence was deemed equivalent 
to a unanimous vote by the Church ; but if objection is made, the 
question is, what is to be done then? Is it the interpretation of 
the Church in regard to this rule, that if objection is made, the cus- 
tomary letter may be issued by a positive vote of the church, or 
that the customary letter cannot be issued, but a different form of 
letter must be taken 1 

Dr. Porter — I think brother Warren answered that question. 
He said he was not aware of any other deviation from the custom- 
ary form, except the cases of the appellants and Mr. Hatch. ' 
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Dr. SiOEBS — ^Then, as I understand it, it is agreed on aU sides 
that the cases wiiich are brought before us are within the ordinary 
interpretation of this rule of the Churcii of the Puritans. That is, 
if no objection is made, the letter issues as a matter of course ; but 
if objection is made, then it issues by a distinct vote of the church, 
I would like to asic a question with regard to this customary certifi" 
cate. If I understood, it was stated last evening that no form of 
certificate had ever been adopted by the church, so far as the records 
show ? 

Moderator — It was so stated this morning by Deacon Giluan. 

Dr. Storks— I want to ask, then, if it is within the cognizance of 
any one present who was connected with the church while formmg 
these rules, and who saw the record, whether " customary" certifi- 
cate means what it would seem to mean, namely, a certificate in the 
customary and the usual form, and whether they had in mind, iu 
adopting this rule, and have had since in acting upon it, the certifi- 
cate which is used by the Presbyterian churches of this vicinity, and 
which is uniform in its terms, and which has been, I believe, ex- 
actly adopted by them. They may have used these words " cus- 
tomary certificate" to describe a certificate which was not adopted 
in the church record, simply because it was universally known. 

Moderator— That was denied by Mr. Oilman. He said the 
term was used by a general reference. 

Dr. STOER9— I have no doubt, sir, that in Congregational churches 
the forms do vary, because we have no printed form ; but it must 
be recollected that we are surrounded by Presbyterian churches in 
which there is a customary certlBcate, and that the brethren who 
formed the Church of the Puritans had almost entirely come out of 
Presbyterian churches, where they were accustomed to it. Now, 
the question in my mind is, whether that was what they refer to, or 
whether they merely mean to say a certificate 1 

Moderator — Mr. Gilman, if desired, can repeat his statement. 

Dr. Porter— If the Council desire, I can bring in the fact on 
this point. 

Dr. Porter was then requested to proceed to address the Coun- 
cil on behalf of the appellants. 

Dr. Porter — Before I do this, I would like to ask for some in- 
formation from the clerk. He will observe, on page 5 'of this 
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printed document, the protest which was presented by some of the 
appellants after the final actioD of the Church, and addressed to 
himself 1 would like to ask the clerk what became of that pro- 
test ? We have a certificate which informs us that it was not com- 
municated to the church. 

Mr. Phelps — That protest is on file among the papers of the 
church. 

Dr. PoKTEB— Did it ever reach the church ? 
Mr. Phelps — It was never laid before the church at any meet- 
ing, that 1 am aware of. 

Dr. PoETEH — Why was it that it did not reach the church ? 
Mr. Phelps — It was not considered necessary that it should be 
laid before the church. 
Dr. Porter — By whom ? 

Mr. Phelps— By myself, and by other members of the church 
with whom I consulted with regard to it. 

Dr. Porter— A Committee, or the Prudential Committee t 
Mr. Phelps — I am not positive. I think, however, it was the 
Prudential Committee. 

Dr. PoRTEK — What was the reason why a respectful communica- 
tion from the brethren who had recently been in communion with 
the church should not be considered "! 

Mr. Phelps — What I supposed to be the reason was, that the 
church had had numerous and repeated communications from these 
gentlemen ; they had considered them all with deliberation, and, as 
they supposed, candor, and they had taken their final action with 
regard to the matter. Having so done, the protest would naturally 
go among the files of the church. It was not considered that any 
action was needed on the part of the church. 

Dr. PoRTBK — Then I understand that the clerk, by the advice of 
some person, put it on file ? 

Mr. Phelps— The clerk put it on file, conceiving it to be his 
duty. 
Dr. Porter — The clerk took advice? 
Mr. Phelps — Yes, the clerk took advice. 
Dr. Porter— Of whom ? 

Mr. Fhklps — I cannot now state the individuals. It was of 
several members of the church. I am not aware that there has 
been anything to try the church for, in this manner ; and if the clerk 
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is about to be submitted to an inquisition, I would like to have an 
opportunity to defend myself. He does not say that he is subject 
to trial. 

Dr. Porter— The very object of these questions is to put the 
clerk off trial. We wish to have the responsibility put upon the 
parties to whom it belongs, 

; aware that a respousibility rests upon the 
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another communication found ita way to the church. 

Moderator— It is better that all this should be deferred to the 
proper time. 

Dr. Porter— I merely wished to esplain the object of my askmg 
the question. Now, I submit whether it is not perfectly proper for 
the appellants to ask, how happened it that the protest did not 
reach the church? 

Dr. Bacon— I do not know that we have any occasion to go be- 
yond the fact that it did not reach the church ; beyond that I do not 
think we should go. 

Dr. Porter— I submit whether this somewhat pertinacious and 
persistent course of inquiry, as it, I think, was termed, was not 
proper under the circumstances, because we desired to ascertain 
whether the Prudential Committee of the church or the Pastor of 
the church had advised in respect to this disposition. 

MoDERATOR^I am not aware that any objection is made by any 
person, except the clerk, and he must not consider that he is on 
trial. 

Dr. Bacon— I do not think we have anything to do with the Pru- 
dential Committee, and the less inquiry that is made the better. 

Dr. Porter— I will now introduce testimony which bears upon 
the point which has been started more than once, and last by Dr. 
Storrs, in respect to the meaning of the term " customary certifi- 
cate" as interpreted by the history of this form. Deacon Wood 
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has been a member of the Committee from the outset, and he oan 
state how the form was fixed upon. 

Mr. Wood— I would state, that at the organization of this Church, 
the subject of the Rules was committed to a Committee of which 1 
was chairman, and it devolved upon them to decide in what way 
the members should be dismissed regularly from the Church The 
Prudential Committee held a meeting, and adopted this form of let- 
ter, which I hold in my hands ; and they issued instructions to the 
clerk to see that copies were printed. Those copies were in use for 
the eleven years I was there, and in no instance, to my knowl- 
edge, has there ever been a deviation from it ; — in no instance, that 
I am aware of, has the Pastor or the clerk ever written a letter but 
that which is in this printed document (page 2); and if any was 
written, it was written, or intended to be, from the language of the 
printed form. It was recognized as the customary certificate. It 
was for the purpose of having a regular letter to which we could at 
all times refer in the absence of the Pastor. Now, air, as regards 
the other letter, alluded to by Mr. Gilrasn and others, I would slate, 
that about two years or a year and a half ago, the Rev. J. L. Hatch' 
well known to this community by name, applied to the Church for 
a letter of dismission and recommendation to the Eev. Mr. Beeeher's 
Church, in Brooklyn. As there were in my judgment valid objec- 
tions to his having regular letters, I told Dr. Oheever that I should 
object, and I gave him my reasons, and asked Mr. Hatch to call at 
my office., Mf. Hatch called, and he said he would like to know 
the reasons why I objected. I endeavored to convince him that he 
had done wrong in advocating the establishment of Sunday railroads 
in Brooklyn, and in his course in other matters, and told him that, 
as an honest and Christian man, I could not consent to give him 
letters to Mr. Beeeher's Church without that matter was in some 
way arranged. Said I, " Mr. Hatch, if vou will take the customary 
letter, with an endorsement on the back such as I wiJl write, I will 
waive my objections." He said, "I will." I wrote the form of 
the endorsement, and handed it to Mr. Hatch for Dr. Cheever ; and 
he said it was satisfactory, and that he would take it. He said, " I 
know they will receive me in that Church." He agreed to receive 
such a letter, which was the customary letter, but on the back certi- 
fied according to what his conduct had been. The result was that 
he came and said, "I cannot be received on this letter." "Very 
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well," said I, " I hardly supposed you would, but you took it," 
Prior to his receiving the letter, the clerk came to me one morning 
to make out some letters. He said, " la this all right 1" " No," 
said I, " there is one letter there for Mr. Hatch which should not 
be issued without a certain endorsement." "But," said he, "Dr. 
Oheever has put it down without any objection." Dr. Chebveh 
gave his (Mr. Hatch's) name, with others, to have letters made out 
in the usual form ; but the clerk, having known something of these 
transactions, came to me, as was his duty, and said, " Is this right 1" 
" No,'' said I ; " Has not Dr. Cheever sent you a communication to 
go on the back of the letter f He said not. Mr. Beecher would 
have had Mr. Hatch in his Church, had it not been that the clerk 
had known of the circumstances. I say this not against Db, 
Cheever — for it was probably forgetfulness on his part ; but I 
deemed it my duty to state that fact. So, instead of having the 
customary letter, without written additions or explanations, he had 
it with an endorsement on the back, which was satisfactory to him. 

Dr.- Stobrs — I would like to be informed whether that was 
written by Mr. Wood as a member of the committee, or as a private 
member of the Church 1 • 

Mr. Wood — I gave him this note to Dr. Cheever, and signed it 
individually as a member of the Church, not as a member of the 
Prudential Committee. 

Dr. Storrs — There was nothing official about it? 

Mr. Wood — No, sir. There was no act n f tl F d nt al 
Committee ^ this was a notice by a private n n b 

Moderator — It will not be in order t nt d t m d f th 
evidence that is brought forward, at the p e nt t me by th fiv 
brethren. If it should be deemed necessa y aft wa d th n I 
will allow it. 

Dr. Porter— We have no objection that qu t n 1 a ked 

Moderator (to the Cierk) — You can mak b f tat n ent f 

Mr. Phelps — I am informed by Mr. H h 1 s p nt that 

the letter given to him was not in the us al f m 1 t t d d not 
contain the " affectionate" recommendatio a d h tat ha he 

was not refused by Rev. Mr. Beecher's Chu 1 p th g und of 

an informality in the letter, it was refused on th gr u d 

Dr. Bacok— -I think we should not haayt tn yon that 
letter until we have the document itself. 
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MoDEBATOH — Dr. Porter will 

Dr. PoRTEK then proceeded to address the Council as follows ; — 
Mr. Moderator : It was only within three or four days that I have 
known that I should be connected with this case. When application 
was first made to me to appear in behalf of the appellants, I de- 
clined entirely, on account of my engagements at home and of ill- 
health, and pleading also my reluctance as to' having anything to do 
with this controversy. But I was induced at last to decide to 
undertake this duty by the same considerations which induced the 
brethren of the Council to convene — the importance of the principles 
involved in the case, especially in their bearing upon Congregation- 
alism in this city. I will not enlarge upon the circumstances which 
make it unpleasant for me to be here, and for you to decide upon 
these questions. These I considered it my duty to disregard, in view 
of the importance of the questions, and their relation to the interests 
of our denomination. I do not propose to occupy the time of the 
Council very long ; b\it to present a few considerations which seem 
to me to bear upon the question as it is presented by tie evidence 
before you. 

The questions to he decided, you will find on the sixth page of 
the printed gtatemont. They were submitted on the original appli- 
cation made by the appellants, to the Church of the Puritans. They 
are: 

Ist. Are, or are not the applicanls, hj the terms of our Churcli Manual, and 
in accordance with the practice of ^ister churches, entitled to the full and 
" customary " lettara ; and such as have been used since the foundation of 
the Church J 

2d. Is it, or is it not, a violation of the rules of the Church, of the rights of 
ChristiaQ brethren, and oonttaiy to the usage of our Churches, suromarily to 
cut us off from its " watch and care," and the privilege of memberahip, with 
objcctionahle letters, and without epecified charges (if any) and formal trial, 
as is done by (he leBolulion above referred to ? 

And these two points are expanded, on pages 7 and 8, into several 
more particular inquiries, which 1 need not read at this time. 

It was stated yesterday, that the questions on which the Council 
are called to decide, were theoretical simply. It is true they are, 
in one aspect of the subject, but not entirely. We are not confined 
to the abstract inquiry, whether a case may ever arise in which a 
Church is justified in deviating from its customary form of disrqissa! ; 
but it is also a question for the Council to decide, whether, so far as 
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the Couueil are informed in respect to the circumstances of the 
present case, this Church were justified in deviating from the custom- 
ary form in relation to the appellants. In making this second 
issue, we do not go into the merits of this acrimonious and unpleas- 
ant controversy, but vfe do call the attention of the Council to a 
question which is made by the documents presented in the records 
of the Church, and the information growing out of them, — whether 
those circumstances justify the deviation which has in fact been 
made. I make this remark at the beginning, in order that this 
issue may be distinctly before the Council. We will take this first 

Are, or are cot tbe applioanlB, by the tetma of the Chnroh Manual, and in 
accordance with the practice of aister Churches, entitled to the full and " cus- 
tomary letters," and snoh as have been used since tho foundation of the 
Church. 

It appears in evidence that I think will not be denied, that the 
Church adopted certain Standing Rules, which appear in their 
Manual, and some of them in this printed statement. It will appear 
also that these Rules recognize the existence of a certain form, which 
is called the " customary form," 

Dr. Bacon — The iford form did not appear. 

Dr. Porter — "Customary certificate'' is the word; I suppose 
the import of it is customary form. I refer to their ninth Standing 
Rule, which is on the first page, as follows : 

Rule 9th. Members, on removing, .shall ask for letters of dismission and 
recommendation. Requests for such letters may be announced bj the person 
presiding at the weekly prayer-meeting or lecture, and if, at the end of one 
week, no objection has been made to the Pastor, he, or the Clerk, shall Issne 
the customary certificate, which shall purport to be valid for one year only 
from the date thereof ; and letters shaU not be granted to persons who have 
delayed applying for thorn for more than one year after their removal from 
us, unless by a vote of the Church, after satisfactory reasons shall be asagned 
foe such delay. 

Of course, this rule implies that there was a customary certificate ; 
I think no doubt will be made in respect to that fact. Deacon 
Woon testified that he had been a member of the Prudential Com- 
mittee at the organization of the Church, and that at the first, a form 
of certificate was adopted ; and we also have the customary certifi- 
cate on a printed sheet. It was not adopted to guide the Clerk, in 
copying in each individual case, but it was printed in a form to put 
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into the hands of the Clerk. This wag the customary certificate 
recognized by these Standing Kules. Concerning this important 
matter of fact, I think nothing more need be said. 'So far as we 
know, so far as the Committee know, there has never been, in aoy 
case, a deviation from this customary certificate, except in the cases 
alluded to. Now it appears, that under very exciting circumstances 
a deviation has been made ; and the first question presented is, 
whether the applicants are or are not, " by our Church Manual, and 
in accordance with the practice of sister churches, entitled to the full 
and ' customary ' letters ; and such as have been used since the foun- 
dation of the Church?"' How shall the question be answered-? 
Were they, or were they not t If they were not, there were rea- 
sons why they were not entitled to them. What are those reasons? 
Those reasons, so far as the Council are informed, are presented in 
two specific ways; first, in the document which we place before 
the Council, (Appendix A and C) ; secondly, in the statement or 
representation which has been oflered hy the Committee of the 
Church. The question then comes for you to decide, whether these 
reasons, represented in this document, and as explained by the Clerk 
and members of the Committee, are sufficient to justify the Church 
in deviating from the customary certificate. One of the Committee 
has told us that he was not aware that the Church had any customary 
certificate ; that is, he was not aware that they had a customary 
certificate, in so far that it was not perfectly competent for the 
Church to deviate from it in special cases. Another member of the 
Conimittec has told us that they designed to deviate, in this case, 
because they could not conscientiously grant the customary certifi- 
cates. He says the\d ff ? a d ^ m a ely m 
mended" were oroitte by d gn, b h d b w 
guilty of conduct bywhhyhd tedh am h 
idgment of the Chur h p h g d and h ph 
qfeetionately recom leifThCk hCh h 
X reasons which he p d h k h h 
ircumstanees were est d y d h h 
iroumstances the Ohi h li d h h 
adopted. 

These six considerat b fl fi 

he calls our attention h h pp 

made, the circumstance w p — ha an b n was m d 
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to granting the usual letters, and therefore this objection took the 
case out of the operation of the Standing Role. I think not. And 
for this reason, that the application of the Standing Rule, eo far as 
I can interpret it, would require simply, that when the objection 
had been made and considered, and the church have concluded that 
they will give letters notwithstanding the objeetion, then the Stand- 
ing Rule requires that the customary certificate shali issue. The 
operation of the rule requires not only that a letter be given, but 
prescribes the way in which it shall be given, requiring when this 
objection has been raised, or when the church have decided to grant 
a letter io spite of it, that the customary certificate should be given. 
But to put the matter in another form : An objection is offered for 
the purpose of raising the inquiry, Whether the church consider the 
brethren worthy of a letter. If they do not, then they wi!l go into 
a course of discipline. If after considering the objection they de- 
cide that discipline is not required, then the customary certificate 
must be issued. So far as we can interpret the rule, this seems to 
be the -fair development of its meaning. I think the council will 
agree with me in this interpretation. We do not deny that the 
case was in some sense peculiar. We do not deny that when ob- 
jections were raised, the question properly came before the church. 
But we contend that when the church have decided that they will 
grant any letter, then the Standing Rule requires that they shall 
grant the customary certificate. But the clerk insists that, objec- 
tion being made, a new case was created, for which the Rules make 
no provision. Precisely the opposite. The Eules, anticipating that 
objections might be raised, have anticipated that, when the objections 
should be overcome and the church should decide to grant a cer- 
tificate at all, then it becomes the duty of the church to issue the 
customary certificate. These Eules provide for just such cases. 
It is to be decided bythe majority, who are to act according to the 
rule, according to the charter, according to the principles expressed 
in that rule, not according to the impression or excitement of the 
moment. The Rules were designed to provide against such excite- 
ment. They were designed to secure to applicants against whom 
objections might arise, the privilege and right of trial ; and if that 
privilege and that right were denied, to place them where they were 
, originally — on the ground of approval— in a condition to claim the 
customary certificate as a right. 
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But he telFs us that the course adopted waa regarded as a compro- 
mise ; that many of the members thought that these brethren should 
be disciplined ; and as appears from the records of the church, from 
other statements incidentally made, and also from the publications 
before the community, these members (i. e., of the majority,) were 
in a state of excitement ; many of them believed and contended, 
that, in view of the facts well known to the community, and the 
conduct of these brethren in writing the first letter to Dr. Cheever, 
and in vindicating themselves in a pamphlet, they ought to be cut 
off summarily from the church. Others who were wiser, and more 
considerate, saw that this course would be violent and unjust. 
Many of them, as we will presume, thought that they had acted 
unwisely, but that they deserved the confidence of the church, and 
they proposed to dismiss them in the usual form. Thus an active 
excitement had arisen, growing out of this difference of opinion in 
the church. We certainly know that, as a compromise, the church 
adopted the course of which we have had a full history. Now the 
clerk in his communication says, that the objections not being re- 
moved, — that is to say, that these excited brethren not being satis- 
fied, therefore a new case was made. This view ia somewhat spe- 
cious, and I would therefore call the attentioa of the council to the 
proper interpretation of the rule. The rule does not suppose it 
necessary that the objection to every individual should be removed, 
meaning thereby that every individual member of the Church of the 
Puritans should be satisfied ; but what it intends by the '■ removal 
of the objection" is, that the majority shall, in the old Puritan way, 
decide that there is no ground of discipline. Did not that majority, 
in the midst of all their excitement, so decide, by the act of issuing 
letters at all 1 Did not that majority, notwithstanding the excited 
elements in their body, in giving letters, which they have uniformly 
insisted are valid, decide that they would not discipline these mem- 
bers 1 Was not this all that is required in the Rules ? The case is 
not therefore new in the manner that is contended. It is not new 
so far as to withdraw it out of the operation of the rule. The church 
has contended again, as the third point, that the tenth Standing 
Rule (on page 2), which refers to private offences, justified their 
action. This point I do not think I will enter upon now, as it will 
come up again in another place. 

The church contends again, in defence of the exscinding resolution, 
on the fourth page of the pamphlet, which is as follows : 
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Baalfed, That the clerk send to the applicants certificates in the form fol- 
lowing, to wit: 

This certifies that is a membar of the Chuioh of the Puritans m 

regular standing, and, as such, at his own request, is dismissed with the view 

of ani ting with the ■ -Charch.or such other as he shall apply to for tbat 

parpose 

Sesolved, That (A, B, aad 0, parties named in the first resolntion,) haymg 
applied for dismission from this charch, and having been dismissed at their 
own request, are deemed no longer members of the same, or in any way sub- 
ject to its watch and care, 

that the rule^ fu nished no pret.e lent for the ca=e preiei ted to the 
church la thdt the applicanta seemed t) conspire aid tombine 
together iSiCjand m thit thej iccompamed their request with 
an improper ixtmrai modtion \iz the document Append x A , that 
therefore th church weie justified in passing the exscinding resolu 
tinn Upon this claim I will comment hereafter 

The clerk claims fifth on behalf of the church that the letters 
were good and "uffieient ' Good and sufficient for what' Why 
goo I and suffic ent fir the purpose for which they were gupn I 
have no doubt that they were good ind su&cient for the purpose of 
censure They were good and suffic ent to express mdirectJy that 
which Ihis church had no right to express under the circumstances 
But we e they good and sifficient to secun. to them uiderthe 
(.ircun stances \ ImiBs on to other thurches ' Perhaps thev naight 
have been. But is that all for which thes were asked ' Was that 
all which thee biethren had i light to cUim^ But "they were 
good ^nd sufficient to secure them entr'ince into this or that Pres- 
byterian church or this or that Congregational Church, because the 
facts were before the community?" U d b dlj h y w B 

something even higher is to be cons d d 1 y ^ d d 

luffitient as a just expression of that d g 1 f h 

right and duty which the Church of th P b d 

make' "\\ ere thej good and sufficient to h h 1 1 f h 
community as able and willing to vmdic h h f m y 

of their Christian brethren 'i 

The sixth point the clerk presents, is pi f h 

of the church in declining the propositio f M 1 C I Th 

is a distinct point which is made in our h h d 8 1 p 

as follows : 

e. That in declining to nnite with your app ts 
claims to a mutual conncil, the church has pa 

the protection and rladioation wisely reserv g ed 

individuals by the second Standing Rule. 

The clerk has contended that the p q b f 1 
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church was, to decide whether thpy were competent to do their own 
business, — whether, as an independent church, surrounded by par- 
ticular eiicunTitdncea under partcular excitement, they were not 
competent to deCLde what then duty was f He has insisted that 
the circumstances were no\eI and that the council to decide whether 
thej wete wise or not, must go into the while case I must say 
that in all kinds of churt,h difficulties, the majority aJw ivs contend 
that the circumstances are estraordinarj and call for extraordinary 
proceedings. This is the \eiy reason why undei these circum- 
stances, a council is required. This isthe reason why a provision 
for a council is made. It is to meet this very attitude in which a 
church is likely to present itself under such circumstances. The 
church says, that in order to decide upon their course, the council 
most go into the whole history of the affair. To be sure they must. 
And this is the very ground of the complaint— that the church have 
not been willing to submit the whole,^om tMJirst, to a Mutual 
Council ; not as against the church for refusing to acknowledge and 
to subiinit to the action of this body as a Mutual Council, for this 
exparte council has expressed a desire to avoid the whole case ab 
initio; but against the chuich for not being willing long ago to 
submit the very novel and extraordinary circumstances which have 
excited this church, to the decision and advice of their brethren ; 
because they were so confident that they were in the right ; because 
they were so wise in their own eyes because they were so sure 
that thi-ie o ild 1 e no d fterence of opin on on the subject. 

Why then ot call a counc 1 to j i t ty then course t Why, 
if their case was so j ist whj wi,re they not at the first, willing 
to come 1 and unite with the*.*, brethien in a Mutual CounciH 
Why ' Because we have bee told from two or three s urces, that 
they are a Congregat onal Ch irch Be ng i Oongregational Church, 
they, of couise ire niturilly expected to follow the usages of the 
Congregat onal Churches and the usage his been fron the first, as 
provided by the rules and illustrated m the practice of these churches, 
that when any application shall be made for a Mutual Council, it is 
wise to grant it, — especially when the circumstances arc novel ; 
especially when the excitement is great ; especially when the ma- 
jority think that they have a good case. As Dr. Bacok has said 
in his Manual, " if the church believes its own decision to he right, 
and at the same time finds that the person censured is bound to 
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justify himself, and is liltely to give an impression favorable to him- 
self and unfavorable to the others, what can they desire more than 
to have the case put before the whole church, and silence the voice 
of protestation and complaint 1" 

I will call the attention of the Council now to ti:e second point, 
namely ; 

leitor is it not a violation oftherulesof the Church, of Uie rights ofChria- 
tian brethren, and contrary to the nsage of onr Churches, suumarily to cut os 
off from iti9 "watch and care" and Uie privileges of membership, with objec- 
tionable letters, and without specified charges (if any) and formal trial, as is 
done by the resolntiou above referred to ? 

The resolution referred to at the bottom of the 4th page I have 
read before. Now, " Is it or is it not a violation of the rules of the 
Church, of the rights of Christian brethren, and contrary to the 
usages of our Churches, summarily to cut us off from its ' watch and 
care' and the privileges of membership, with objectionable letters, 
and without specified charges (if any) and formal trial, as is done by 
the resolu on above referred to ? Th s I consider the main ques- 
t on It s a s mp e juest on of pr n pie wh ch makes this matter 
of mportauce to any one It s a quest o ol principle concerning 
the r ghts of n no it es under c roumsta ces of great excitejnent, 
when ettriord nary difieren es of op n on ex st when, in the judg- 
ment f the major tj the n nor ty re greatly in the wrong — 
whether dur those re mstan es the m nor ty have rights which 
can be defended and wh ch must be ns sted on by them and those to 
whom they appeal. This n> the question. The facts are notorious, 
that in April, 1857, a letter was addressed to the Pastor of this 
Church by a number of the appellants. The fact is also notorious, 
that the Pastor laid this letter before the Church, and that the 
Church rallied for his support. The fact also is notorious, that in the 
month of June an alteration was made in the Standing Rules of the 
Church, by which a new election for deacons ensued, and other 
deacons were chosen, superseding those who had held the office from 
the first. It is notorious that the action of the Church altering the 
Standing Rules, and the report of the Committee advising this altera- 
tion, were published and sent through the post-office to all the cler- 
gymen in New England, and that this action of the Church also ap- 
peared in the newspapers. These facts will not be disputed — the 
documents are here. It is also notorious, that after the publication 
of this action of the Church, a Narrative, a copy of which I hold in 
my hand, was prepared and published. It is also equally notorious. 
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that a Reply was published. It is also not notorious, but true in 
fact, that a review of this reply was prepared, and is now in manu- 
script, which has not been published. It is a fact that these brethren 
made application for a Mutual Council to decide concerning the 
original action of the Church in relation to the Deaconship, and had 
previously made an application desiring that the whole matter in 
dispute should be submitted to a Council ; and that these applica- 
tions wei-e denied. It is also before the Council, as has appeared in 
the printed document, that they applied for letters — and the treat- 
ment they received is before the Council, These are the facts in the 
ease. None of them will be disputed. 

The question is now, whether they have been injured in their 
Christian rights ; and especially, after they had returned the first 
letters as implying a censure, and as being designed to censure, 
whether the second letters and resolutions did not more injuriously 
affect these rights ? Every one of the gentlemen who represent the 
Church have given us to nnderstand that the design of the letters 
was to mediate between two extreme parties— that the Church 
would not issue a letter except in this form, ' Mr. Gilman says the 
letter was given m good faith. It was in good faith — to censure. 
Every man who voted for these letters voted in good faith to inflict 
a censure. It may be, perhaps, true, that nine out of every ten who 
. voted expected that these letters would carry them to other 
Churches, That is not the point. But the issue is, whether a 
majority of this Church have a right to inflict censure by this indi- 
rect action ! 

We also put it to the members of this Council, whether it is or is 
not a violation of the Rules of the Church, thus summarily to cut us 
off from its wateh and care, and the privileges of membership, and 
without specified chaises and formal trial 1 First, we received let- 
ters designed to cenaure us ; secondly, we are cut off from the watch 
and care of the Church because we are not satisfied with those let- 
ters. First, we received from this majority letters that censure us, 
and send us to other Churches with this direct stigma upon us. 
Then we are not satisfied ; we return them again and again, both 
our applications and our protest; and finally, the Church decide 
that they will not be annoyed and badgered by the repeated asser- 
tion of our rights. In other words, they will not allow us to remain 
in their fellowship, because we are not satisfied to receive letters 
which dishonor us as Christians, and which send us out to the com- 
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mutiity carrying this certificate to our reproach. Because we will 
not be satisfied with this manifest injustice — because three several 
times we return these letters and aslt that they may be reconsider- 
ed — because we stand up for our rights, we are cut off. This is the 
head and front of our otfending. This is the history of these transac- 
tions. This is the matter before this Council, so far as the rights of 
these parties are concerned, as these rights are defined by the Stand- 
ing Rules, and as they are defended by the usages of the Congrega- 
tional Churches of this country. 

Now, does it answer in defence to say that the circumstances were 
extraordinary ? They were. Is it sufficient to say that the excite- 
ment was very great ? It was very great. Is it sufficient to say 
that there were two parties in the Church, arid this was all they 
could agree upon ? Is it satisfactory to say that this was the beat 
result on which they could agree, and that the brethren should be 
content to take it — this confession that they were wrong, this ac- 
quiescence in this letter accompanied by this report "i I take it for 
granted that the usages of our Congregational Churches, which have 
been settled by time and confirmed by experience, are similar to 
those in the Church of the Puritans, Whenever there is a difierenee 
of opinion, and a majority decide that they shall not proceed to trial, 
then it is their duty to treat their brethren in the minority as if they 
were rmti in eccksia. So far as their claims upon the Church were 
concerned, they were as though no objection was made. The 
majority, as a court of judicature, must then, in their official capacity, 
become the defenders of their brethren, and of necessity issue letters 
in the usual form. 

Now it appears that there was a usual form, from which they had 
never deviated except (if this can be called an exception) in the 
case of Rev. Mr. HiTCB ; but that it was a design to deviate from 
the form in our case. The deviation was made in more than one 
case ; a change was made in every letter which was issued to us, 
each being worse than the one before it. For in the first letter the 
Church omitted the epithet good in " good and regular standing ;" 
they omitted also the "affectionate recommendation," but they 
retained the phrase " when received by them, his (the applicant's) 
relation to this Church will cease." In the third form they omitted 
the epithet " good" they omitted the phrase " affectionately re- 
commended," they omitted also that " when received by them his 
connection- with this Church shall be dissolved," and they appended 
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these exscinding resolutions. Now there was a design in all this, 
and this Church jnstifies it by the plea of " extraordinary circum- 
stances." Now we have no desire to go into these extraordinary 
circumstances. We were weary of this controversy and desirous to 
secure our own quiet, and we simply aslted for dismission. That 
dismission was denied, and because when it was denied we three 
several times renewed our application, we were cut off, having gross- 
ly offended by becoming an annoyance to the Church. When, after 
this act of exscision, we presented our protest to the Church, that 
protest did not reach the Church ; though afterwards, the Council 
will remember, the Church did hold communication with us so far 
as to deny our application for a Mutual Council. Now, ia this regu- 
lar ? i- it rio-ht ' But " it is justified by the extraordinary circum- 
W II •idm g h m nees to have been extraor- 

(1 a 1 w ag d ft ce were ; however intensified 

m h 1 Pastor under the circum- 

1 h h d b k ommunity and this wide 

d h h 1 1 te g d II, we had a right to a dis- 

m 1 h y f B we committed a grievous 

w hm fig Ddwe? We simply, in our 

com a (App d \ ) d hat the positions taken in 

our Narrative were true ; and for msisting that they were true, 
a majority of this Church, in a document which they adopted when 
they exscinde J us, insisted that we had insulted the Church and vio- 
lated truth, and therefore ought to be dismissed. They would not 
give us a trial. No. But they cut us off without trial. Is this 
Congregationalism ? Is this common right 1 Is this what minori- 
ties may claim and expect in Congregational Churches, in seasons of 
, extraordinary excitement, when the majority know asswedly that 
they are in the right ? Do the majority ever know anything else * 
T)o the majority in any Church ever know anything except that they 
are in the right, and that the minority are absolutely, desperately 
and malignantly in the wrong ? Never. And that is the reason 
why a Mutual Council is required to mediate between parties. In 
Congregational Churches the majority may easily constitute a party. 
In Congregational Churches the majority also constitute a court of 
trial and of judgment. In Congregational Churches, in seasons of 
great excitement, the majority are a party, the minority another 
party. In Congregational Churches the same majority are the court 
to try. Now it is quite unfortunate — very untbrtunate— that this 
majority did not understand their duty in these two relations— most 
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u fortu ate under these circumstances, that they did not understand 
the respo s b 1 ty that was laid upon them to vindicate our honor, 
and the good ame and Christiaa honor of that body they represent, 
by show g tl at tl ey could make this distinction. Instead of this 
they TO H not allow the minority to come before them and justify 
themselves They assume, they ^eswme, ihey assert, they reiterate, 
that they were the right, and that the whole world knew it, and 
that tl e m nor ty were in the wrong ; and that for pertinaciously 
ask g a tr al or a d smissal, they deserve to be exscinded. A good 
brother, who was so frank asd outspoken last evening on behalf of 
the Church, revealed the secret of the whole matter. He explained 
fully the object for which this letter was intended on the part of the 
Church, This good brother gave the correct version of these pro- 
ceedings, and spoke out the motives and object which directed 
his own course, and the course of the majority as they rallied around 
the Pastor of this Church for certain purposes. 

Mr. Fairbanks — May I be allowed to make one remark ? — I have 
■ been a Congregationalist, sir, all ray days, ever since I professed to 
be a Christian ; and when I brought my letters to the Presbyterian 
Church, I was questioned to know whether I believed in the Presby- 
terian doctrines. Says I, "Not a word of it! I come here as a 
Christian, not as a Presbyterian; I eorae because I like your min- 
ister, and am near the Church ; I come to hear the Gospel, and if 
your Preshyterianism don't tread on my toes, I won't bother it." 
That is the warp and woof of mj Congregationalism. 

Dr. Poster continued I ought to saj m addition, as an im- 
portant matter of fact that when the report which accompanied 
the exscinding resolution was discussed bef re the Church of the 
Puritans (Appendix C ) these brethren were not allowed to 
discuss, nor to justifj themselves before this — what? Court? — 
before this Church ot the Puritans s tting in whatever capacity 
you may he pleased to say They were not allowed to take any 
part in the discussion of the report 

But the claim is, that the Pastor of the Church of the Puritans was 
engaged in a grand conflict for the vindication of human rights, and 
that, under the circumstances, it was an unjustifiable offence for those 
gentlemen to address to him the letter which they did. It is 
charged that the ground of their dissatisfaction with the Pastor was 
for his zeal in the cause of human rights. An issue has thus been 
made before the public, and before this Council, which is not 
acknowledged, nay, which is expressly and strenuously disavowed 
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and repudiated, by these appellants. They earnestly contend that 
the ground of their dissatisfaction, and the ground of their opinion 
that he would do well to resign the Pastoral office, was not their 
difference with hina on the subject of Slavery. So far as the Council 
are concerned, they are to be believed — so far as the public is 
concerned, they are prepared to vindicate their case before the pub- 
lic. The majority did not believe them ; and on the ground of this 
disbelief, have committed upon them this ecclesiastical wrong, and 
east them out from their fellowship. Now, we submit whether this is 
any sufficient reason in their justification ? If these brethren assert a 
falsehood, they ought to be tried for that falsehood ; and if the subject 
matter of their difference of opinion is on Slavery, and is a proper 
matter for the Church and a Mutual Oouncil, then this also should 
be tried before the Church and a Mutual Council. But the question 
of slavery and human rights does not come before this Council. It 
also may be contended that the Pastor is engaged in a controversy 
in which the whole nation is interested, and that it was especially 
cruel for these brethren to interrupt him at this time. We do not 
intend to go into this. We intend to bury the past. We contend 
for a matter of right. It is important; and it is because the prin- 
ciple involved is so important, and so vital to the respectability and 
prosperity of our denomination, that the decisions of this Council 
will be looted for with deep interest. We wish, therefore, the 
decision to be express, and to be full on this matter of right, because 
the rights of minorities are sacred, and should be defended. 

So far as the Pastor of the Church of the Puritans is concerned, 
we have simply to say that we admire his genius, (I apeak for my- 
self,) and sometimes respect the heroism which he displays. We 
are not called on to say, either pro or con, what we think'of his 
course ; only, that we could have wished that when this Church of 
the Puritans and the Pastor at the head of it was a light to enlighten 
the world ; that when this Pastor of the Church of the Puritans, and 
this Church of the Puritans, were put in the front rank of the battle 
for human rights, that they had not stricken down the rights of their 
Christian brethren at their own threshold ; that they had not 
violated those rights which these brethren claim at their hands, not 
merely as men, (for it was not for the rights of men merely for 
which they contended,) but as fellow Church members, as fellow 
Christians. It seems quite " extraordinary " that the Pastor and the 
Church, in their zeal for human rights, should have overlooked, and 
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have disowned and dishonored the rights of these Christian brethren ; 
that the Pastor of this Church should have been so indifferent to the 
action of the body which he was directed to lead into all wisdom, 
and to guide in all judicial proceedings, that he did not defend them 
when their rights were assailed, and stand a tower of strength 
between them and an excited majority. If he cares so much for the 
rights of men, how could he have overlooked the rights of this 
minority? how could he have been indifferent to the principles on 
which all our Congregational polity is based, and on which ita 
respectability is at stake 1 

To illustrate my view of the matter still further, let me suppose a 
case. Let me suppose a Presbyterian "Session," with five, six, 
seven, or eight members. Let us suppose this Presbyterian Church 
to be surged to and fro with an exciting controversy, such as this, in 
which the reputation of the Pastor before the Public was assailed ; 
would that Presbyterian Court have dared to exscind in this way, or 
^ve qualified letters to the minority 1 Never ! And why 1 
Because in this Presbyterian Court, these six or eight men would 
have acted under the responsibility of their own individual relations 
to the minority and the community. They vrouJd not have dared 
to fece the public, nor the minority, and to have shouldered the 
responsibility of such transactions. And if a Congregational 
majority cannot understand, and cannot be made by their Pas- 
tor to understand, the doctrine of the rights of minorities, then will 
our Congregational polity become what it ought and must^— the 
laughing stock and the contempt of the discerning community. If 
our excited majorities cannot go into a Court, and if they cannot be 
warned to aet as just men ; if their Pastor cannot be true to 
the rights of the minority, and does not stand up for them and see 
that they have fair dealing, in accordance with all civil dealings, as 
well as in accordance vrith the sacred practice of our Churches, then 
will our influence be shipwrecked, as it ought to be ! Itdeserves to 
have the contempt, as it will receive the contempt, of those who loolc 
on. Our case is presented to this community, under cireumstances 
of extraordinary interest and importance, under circumstances which 
we have not made. And we doubt not the Ooundl will meet the 
issue, and wisely deliver us, as a denomination, from this peril. We 
know that the pastors of other Congregational Churches in this city, 
and in Brooklyn, would, under like circumstances, be sufiiciently 
alive to the rights of the minority, and secure to them a trial, or an 
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honorable tJisinission. And to say that under extraordinary drcum- 
stanoea this majority were justified in the course they pursued, is 
to say what Viili justify any kind of irresponsible tyranny. This 
majority have acted under the pressure of great exoitoment. 
Spurred on by editors who care not for Congregationalism, nor, we 
fear, for Christianity, excited by those who tell them that their 
Pastor must be sustained at all hazards ; they have forgotten their 
Christian duty, they have forgotten the principle which secures to 
their brethren the rights of fellow Christians, not to sav the rights 
common to all men, whenever they are called before a tribunal for 
trial and judgment. 

We understand that Congregationalism is, by this case, brought 
to a test under circumstances which are peculiar. We understand 
that it is looked upon with scrutinizing eyes. We understand that 
our Presbyterian brethren will draw inferences to our disadvantage. 
We understand too, we Unow, brethren of this Council, that a ma- 
jority of a Con^egational Church are ordinarily as competent to 
understand the doctrine of human and Christian rights, and to de- 
fend it, as a Presbyterian Session ; and that in the independent and 
honest justification of such rights consists our life and our strength. 
If our Presbyterian brethren manifest an ofiieious interest in us, and 
offer us their sympathy, we can tell them that we have no need of 
.their interference; because experience has shown that we issue our 
church trials quite as successfully as they, and that a trial before an 
ex parte council is, after all, quite as good, and far less incon- 
venient, than a trial at a Synod or Gteneral Assembly. 

I said, at the outset, that my objections to appearing here were 
overcome by the interests at stake. I will make another suggestion. 
You, brethren of the Council, are not merely called upon to assert 
the Congregational doctrine in respect to the rights of minorities, 
but you are called upon to a.ssert them in the City of New York, 
where they have so publicly been called in question. You are 
called al^o under circumstances of great excitement, such as are not 
likely to occur again for a long time to come. In these sad times 
of public profligacy on which we have fft'len, in which there is so 
much dishonor abroad, so much dishonor to the righta of man, and 
so much occasion for our Pastors and churches to protest against 
iniquity in high places, we ought to be alive to the claims of justice 
within our own enclosures, so that in our earnestness to apply the 
principles of Christianity to political iniquity, we may save the foun- 
dations of the Christian churches, and see to it that all parties with- 



icioy Google 



78 

defences for in the sacred precincts of the church shall have ample 
securities and their rights as Christians. 

Within the last few years of the discussion concerning the application 
ofChristianity to questions ofethios and public reform,! have often 
thought, and sometimes expressed the wish, that our most noble 
Apostle Paul could appear among us again, to pronounce in our hear- 
ing the salutary councils of wisdom which are given in the 14th chap- 
ter of his epistle to the Romans. That chapter in itself, as a vindi- 
cation of the spirit of toleration under excitement and differences of 
opinion, is a demonstration of the divine origin of the Christian sys- 
tem, as well as of the divine inspiration of the apostle himself. He 
says, " Let not him that eateth, despise him that eateth not ; and 
let not him which eateth not, judge him that eateth-. for God hath 
received him." The apostle does not go into all sorts of excitement 
concerning points about which there is a diflerence of opinion, 
" Let not him which eateth not judge bim that eiteth " — Without 
a trial does he say ? No But he does say let him that eateth not 
judge not him that eateth to be unchtiat an or withdtaw from him 
and from Christian fellowship He tells us— anticipating what 
would happen in the Christian church thiough all time — he tella us 
that differences of opinion concerning great questions of duty and 
reform will ever arise. He tells us that these differences will be known 
in every Christian church. He tells us that we must tolerate each 
other in these differences, while there is also secured to those who have 
different opinions a right to hold those opinions, and yet to maintain 
the full protection, as well as to enjoy the pastoral councils, of those 
who lead them in the way of Christian truth. 

Now, if we cannot depend on Congregational churches against 
excitements of this kind, if we cannot as Pastors lead our flocks in 
the way of Christian toleration and Christian right, then what is to 
become, I do not say of our Congregationalism, but what is to 
become of our Chkistianity ? If our Christianity with Christ, and 
Paul, and the Cross, and the Spirit dealing with each individual 
soul ; if our Christianity, embracing within its enclosure all those 
who differ from each other in opinion in respect to minor considera- 
tions ; if our Christianity cannot be saved, hut if it is to be absorb- 
ed and engulphed in discussions concerning political and social 
questions, then what is to become of its vital, saving force % If we 
cannot make men believe in Christ and Christian duty, and deriving 

their motives from Christ, then we cannot make men, in the name 



iciOyGoOt^lc 



of Christ, believe In the rights of men. Shall we not defend our 
Christianity 1 Shall we not defend the rights of our Christian 
brethren as secured not only by those plain principles of justice 
which have been engrafted upon our Constitution, and in the prac- 
tice of our civil courts, but shall we not defend our Christianity 
because it is needed, in these times of high political corruption and of 
shameless public profligacy? Shall we suffer our ecclesiastical 
tribunals to enact over again the same corruption ? We see high 
tribunals strike down tlie rights of millions in obedience to the de- 
mands of powerful leaders. Following the wake of an excited 
Pastor, and under the influence of party excitement, a determined 
majority in the Church of the Puritans, acting as a judicial tribunal, 
enact over again this same iiind of dishonor. They strike down 
the rights of the majority as truly, as really, as dangerously, as 
judicial tribunals when they yield to party influences, and give us 
the things which they petrify and crystallize into what they call 
"decisions!" Shall this church be justified in this? This is the 
question before the CouncO. 

Moderator — If any of the brethren of the Committee of the 
Appellants wish to add anything, they can do so. 

Dr. Porter — In confirmation of our views, I would like to lay 
before the Council some letters containing the views of a few 
.brethren who are not of our number, but who belong to the 
Church of the Puritans, in order to show that they take the same 
view of the case which has been taken in the argument. 

Moderator — It is for the Council to decide how far these are ne- 
cessary. 

Dr. Thompson — It is acknowledged, I believe, that there are, or 
have b^n, two parties in the Church of the Puritans, aside from these 
brethren. I suppose these letters might confirm that fact; and I 
suppose we might, as well have the Pastor come in, as to receive 
these letters. 

Dr. Haweb — I take the same view of the subject. It seems to 
me if we introduce these letters there will not be any end of it. 

Dr. Porter — I particularly wish to introduce these letters, not to 
show that there are two parties, but that there are important mem. 
bers of that church who hold precisely the same views with us in 
respect to the dangerous tendency of this procedure. 

Moderator — That is calling upon us so far to be guided by- the 
views of a few brethren of the Church of the Puritans. While these 
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Mr. Phelps — I will ask whether the Council will allow the 
Committee to refer to any statement which was made as a fact by 
Dr. PoBTBR as to the conduct, and opinions, and Tiews of the Pastor 
of the church in this matter ? There was a gross misrepresentation, 
of course unintentionally. The Pastor has never sanctioned the 
action of the church. He opposed it at the time. He reserved his 
right to enter a protest, which I hold in my hand, which I offered to 
read, and which the Council declined to hear. Dr. Cheever, there- 
fore, should not be considered as the man who has induced and pro- 
moted the action of the church, because the action of the church was 
in direct opposition to his expressed will. 

Dr. Porter — I would beg leave to state my position, I do not 
assume that it is a fact that Dr. Cheever did or did not, in regard 
to specific nnatters take this or that position. I simply, in argumenti 
state that it is very much to be regretted that this church, as a judicial 
tribunal, were not by the influence of their Pastor led to act justly, 
or rather, that that influence was not so successful as to bring the 
majority to a just judgment in respect to the rights of these parties^ 
This is what I feel; and when I assume, as I do in argument, that 
it would not be so in other churches, that is my private opinion. 

Dr. Bacon — I think we had better have that protest read. 

Dr. Porter — We should object ; because we make no charges 
in regard to the Pastor, and we do not bring in our relations with 
the Pastor here. That we have expressly disclaimed. We do 
not in form submit it to the Council, and we do not in testimony 
submit it to the Council. 

Dr. Storbs— I would suggest this view, entirely agreeing with 
Dr. Bacon. If I had been here when the matter was up before, I 
should have desired to see substantially the statements contained in 
Dr. Oheevkb's protest. We are called indirectly either to censure or 
approve the action of the Church of the Puritans, and review their 
conduct. Now if it be true that the Pastor of the Church of the 
Puritans entered a strong protest against these acts, that paper may 
be taken, I think, as the careful testimony, given at the time, of the 
experienced and competent Pastor of that church. It seems, from 
the description of the paper, that he condemned the action of the 
church ; and while we are not determined by his judgment, his tes- 
timony may be valuable to us. I hope we shall hear it. 

Dr. Clark — If the impression is made on this Council, either by 
direct statement by Professor Porter or by inference, that the 
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may be importMit as expressed by the brethren themselves, as I 
understand, they are not regarded by the Council its important to 
us ; unless the Council overrule me, I will decide that the reading of 
the letters are unnecessary * 

I would now ask if any of the brethren calling this Council desire 
to be heard? In requesting Dr. Portbr to appear for them, I do 
not understand that they waive their right to address us personally 
if they see fit. 

Mr. Havbns — We rest for the present. 

MoDBBATOB — Dr. Porter has shown what has been the practice of 
the Church of the Puritans with respect to the form of letters. The 
Committee of the church, if they see fit, can eoctrovert that testi- 

Dr. Porter — I suppose the Moderator does not intend that 
matters of fact in the pamphlet which we presented are not matters 
of fact? 

Moderator— Not at all. Dr, Porter introduced one addition- 
al matter of fact as testimony, and that was with respect to what had 
been the practice of the Church of the Puritans in dismissing members, 
and that fact, as testified to, amounted to this ; — that letters in but one 
form had always been granted, except In this case, and the case of a 
certain gentleman whose name was mentioned. That is all the new 
point introduced. The Committee from the church was heard upon 
all the other points. But, unless directed to the contrary by the 
Council, I understood they are not to be heard as arguing their own 
case. They have refused to submit their matters to the Council. 
They have come to make their statement, and nothing else. If, 
therefore, the Committee wish to be heard with respect to this 
point, they will be heard, not in answer to Professor Porter, but 
on this point. 

• Note, bt CoMMnrsE op thb Appbllanth.— These letters, in very strong 
terms, conaemned the action of the church, in not giying the appellauM fiill 
letters or a trial, procounciug it uujust, odntiary t« its own articles, contrary 
to the common law of Congregationalism, and destructive of the rights of 
those who remMD. 

Although they were intended for the public Council, and consent was cheer- 
fully given, with one exception, for their publication in this pamphlet, Imis- 
much as they did not form a part of the reoorded evidence, they are withheld. 

They were written by the foUowing members of the Church of the Fuiitans, 
respectively :— Seth E. Hunt, Homer Morgan, David B. Scott, C. R Hatch, 
William Allen. 
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Pastor thus coSperated, we should hear testimony as to the fact. I 
must confess that in listening to Professor Pobteb, my impression 
was (or would he) that the Pastor did cooperate with the church ; 
perhaps not fey direct statements, perhaps more hy inference ; and it 
strikes me that it is really a vital point to affect our final action; 
and that therefore it is quite important that we should hear it, 

Mr. Faireanke — I think I can state the position of the Pastor 
perfectly, before the Council, in one minute. 

Moderator — The question isf how far it is relevant or irrelevant? 

Mr. pAtRBANKs — I wish to state in a few words — 

Dr. Stokub — If we have anything, I hope we shall have the docu- 
ment itself. 

Dr. Pouter — I object to the reading of the document. 

Mr. Abbott — The question before the Council involves the ac- 
tion of the church. We have the record of the church. This pro- 
test, I take it, is just as truly a part of the record of the church, as 
what has already been read, and we have not the whole before us 
unless -we have the protest. 

Dr. Clark — I move that the Council ask for this statement which 
Dr. Cheever has made. It is valid for the Council to say what 
they shall listen to, with all respect to Dr. Porter. 

Dr. Porter — I do not wish to dictate to the Council. I should be 
very sorry that Dr. Clark and the Council should be so far incom- 
petent to distinguish between argument and testimony. I suppose 
the Council is perfectly competent to distinguish between what I 
bring forward as testimony, and 'what I bring forward as argument. 
I therefore would repeat, that what I said was a matter of opinion ; 
that under these exciting circumstances the Pastor was not success- 
ful, or that some how or other it happened that this majority did 
not act as they should, as a judicial tribunal. Nov I wish to say in 
addition, that if this protest of the Pastor is introduced, (for what 
purpose I do not see,) we, of course, shall claim the right to intro- 
duce other testimony showing the action of the Pastor adverse to 
the issue of letters in the customary form. If the Council wish to 
go into that matter, the true nature and action of the Pastor, as 
illustrated by all the testimony and his own declarations and acts, 
why we, of course, are prepared to meet the issue. We do not de- 
sire it. But, if I have been so unfortunate in the argument as to 
convey anything that is wrong as a matter of fact, I would repair 
the damage by making this disi 
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Dr. Clark — When Dr. Pobtbb was speaking about the rights of 
humanity, the impression conveyed was, that the Pastor of the 
Church of the Puritans had not made as much effort to maintain the 
rights of these brethren. Now, if there is testimony to show that 
he dici what he could to have these brethren do right, it is competent. 
If tJie gentlemen on the other side wish to introduce testimony re- 
butting, it is proper to hear that. 

Dr. Thompsoit— This protest, if I have any tolerable anticipation 
of what it is liable to be, I think it would be on the second question, 

leit.orisitnot, a violation of the rules of the Chnrcb, of the rights of Chriatian 
brethren, and contrary to the usage of our churches, summarily to cut ub off 
from its " watch and care" and the privilegefi of membership, with objection- 
able letters, and without specilied charges (if any), and formu trial, as is done 
by the resolution above referred to 1 

If that protest shall show that Dr. Ohbever wished to give these 
brethren a formal trial, and objected to the other course, there is so 
much testimony from that quarter. Another reason is this : 
fessor Porter may have been led further than he intended to go, 
by the force of his own eloquence, and all he said is cow on the wings of 
the wind ; to-morrow morning it will be in every newspaper, thai 
Dr Cbbever was held up as representing in the Church the Chief- 
Justice of the United States in the Supreme Court. I do not sup- 
pose Professor Porter meant to institute that comparison, namely, 
Dr. CflEEVEaas leading on an excited majority. If this is an 
vidual opinion, if he wishes to retract it and correct it, or to er 
that this will be done by the gentlemen of the Press, that wil 
lieve the matter. But as the gentlemen here have brought ir 
Cheever, (whom I by no means care to defend in all his actions,) I 
think this paper should be read, so as to put him right on the whole 
question. 

Mr. Havens — The brethren who called the Council did not come 
here with the idea of presenting any select evidence. We supposed 
there would be an opportunity of presenting everything bearing on 
the question. We have no desire to conceal or suppress aujthing. 
We only claim the right of presenting rebutting testimony. 

Dr. SroRRa — I wish to ask a question or two : first, what is the 
data of this protest ? 

Mr. Phelps — -It has no date. 

Dr. Bacon— What does it protest against? 

Mr. Phel?b — It is a protest against the action of the church, in 
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adopting the report of the committee, which is published in your 
document, and the resolutions therein recommended. 

Dr. PoBTEK— Which 1 Appendix B., or C. ? 

Dr. Storbs — I have not finished with my questions. I want to 
find out against what it is a protest ; whether it is against the report 
of the three gentlemen, Messrs. Chbstek, Abebnethy and Faih- 
BiNKB, (Appendix C.) or whether it is a protest against something 
else. 

Mr. Phelps — I cannot give you to understand its nature any 
better than to read the commencement of Dr. Cheever's protest, as 
follows : 

' ' In accordance with tbe declaration made to tbe Chnrch, when the giving 
of letlere to these brethren waa lesolved upon, tbat though I should with- 
draw my i^olution to press them to a trial, I yet reserved to myeelf the ligbt 
of protesling asainet the course of ihe church in regard to them, as in my 
judgment uuaatnorized by the etrict letter of the Ooepel, and unwise in beii^ 
too lenient, I hereby solemnly record the grounds of my conviction of the im- 
propriety of such leniency, and of nty earnest and conliaued desire and effort 
to have bad these brethren tried and discipUned according to the word of God. 
I desired such discipline, generally because I was convinced that it is sinfully 
ne^rlected by the Churches, and felt that a thorough application of the rules 
of the Gospel in the preeent case would have been attended with a great and 
lasiing bleesing " 

Dr. Storrs — I want to aslt one question further — Whether this 
protest is upon the records of the church, and is a part of the records 
of the church action, in regard to dismissing these brethren ? 

Mr. Phelps — I understand it to be so. It is not transcribed on 
the book, but it is part of the repords. 

Dr. Stores — Was it received and ordered on file with the records 
of the church 1 

Mr. Phelps — No, sir. At the time, Dr Chbkver reserved his 
right to protest, and the meeting consented that be should have it 
put on file. I can testify to that, although I think it is not on the 
record. 

Dr. STORRB^f it is part of the church action, it is properly before 
u% ; but if it came on the records of the Church of the Puritans 
without having been ordered there, it is a private paper, a paper 
which the c3erk has no right to put in the records of the church ; 
and if it can come before us in that legitimate way, I really hope 
very much that we shall have it, I think it important that the views 
of Dr. Cheever presented at that time should come before us. But 
I must say, from the explanation of the clerk, that it is not a record 
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of the church, on record, but is a private communication, and I 
object to it. 

Mr. Phelps — This protest was never read to the church, and was 
never adopted by them ; but at tbe time, Dr. Chebver protested 
against the course, and reserved bis right to enter his protest, which 
was allowed. 

Dr. Bacon— That Dr, Chebver reserved his right to put in his 
protest in written form ? 

Mr. Havens — I wish to ask the clerk when that protest came into 
his possession. 

Mr. Fhblps — It eame into my possession this morning. [Laugh- 
terj 

Mr. LiBBBY — I think there is no claim for it to come before us. 

Mr, rAiRBANKs — I could, in two minutes, place before the Council 
the ground Dr. Cheever stands on — in two minutes. 

MoDBKATOR — I cannot permit it, except by a vote of the Council. 
The committee not having submitted themselves to the jurisdiction 
of the Council, cannot be allowed to argue before it. 

Df. Clark — I withdraw my motion to have the protest read, as I 
made it under the supposition that the paper was a record of the 
church. 

Moderator — The motion is withdrawn. Do the brethren calling 
this Council desire to address the Council personally ? 

Mr. Wood — We should be glad of the privilege, if in our judg- 
ment any necessity should arise. 

MoDBRATOR — The Council will see that the position of the whole 
matter is now this : The brethren calling the Council made their 
statement ; the committee from the Church of the Puritans were 
permitted to present their statements in reply. The counsel for the 
appellants has argued the case. The committee has no new facts. 
The whole case, then, as it would seem, is now ended, unless the 
Council see fit to permit the committee of the churdi to argue the 
question before us. * 

Mr. Havens — I would like to ask the committee whether they 
admit the facts as stated by us in our printed brief? 

Mr. GiLMAN-— I have no doubt they are correct as far aa they go. 
If I understood the Moderator, the Council would, at the close, allow 
us to introduce one or two points explanatory of subjects already 
in ? One is in relation to the form of letters. 

Moderator — Yes, sir. 
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Mr. GiLMAN— The Counral will remember that it was stated this 
morning, on the part of this committee of the Church of the Puri- 
tans, that the word customary referred to letters in use in Congre- 
gational Churches generally, and not to any specified form which 
this church had adopted. The only case, within my knowledge, 
where it has been departed from, has been alluded to this morning, 
and the document is here. It appears to be official, and was signed 
by a gentleman who is present, and was issued under the adminis- 
tration of one who is not now in office. The letter is as follows : 

" This oertifieB that Mr. Jdnios L. Hatch ib a member of the Church of the 
PuritanB, in goodandregnlar standing; as such he is at hia own requeBt dXB- 
miBflea.and^ommenaed to the fellowship of the Plymouth Chureli Brooklyn. 
N Y and when receded by them his peculiar relationship to this Charch 
will ceaae Mr. Hatok has been absent from us three or four years, and we 
have not known much of him for this time Some of out membecs haveTdt 
grievel at his recent course in reference to the runmog of oars on the Sabbath. 

This certificate v> y.lid for one year on^y^^^^ ^ ^ ^^^^^ ^^^^^ 

Naw York, May 14, 185T." 

Dr. TeostPBOfJ— The word affectionate is not in it % 
Mr. GiLMAN— Allusion was made last night or this morning to the 
effect that a Mutual Council had been requested and denied. The 
first proposition for a Mutual Council was introduced in the form of 
a substitute for a resolution, and was virtually rejected.^ The fol- 
lowing will show the manner in which the first proposition was re- 
ceived, and the action of the church upon it : 

" On tie nest Sabbath, Dr. Cheever called a special meeting of the church, 
which was held May 18th. At that meeting he laid the letter before the 
church, as a party concerned in the matter, whereupon the following resolu- 
tion was offered : 

"Rt^v^, That our pastor, Kev. Dr. Che«ver, has our entire and nndi- 
miniehed confidence and affection, and we hereby express our desire and de- 
termination that he continue in his present position as pastor of this chnrch. 
Pending the consideration of this resolution, the following was ofi'ered ae a 
substitute for it : 

" Raolvfd, That Christian charity, the peace of the church, and ""S •J^- 
velopment of the truth, all require that the signers of the letter produced by 
Dr. Cheever be requested to present to him a written statement of the reasons 
which in aeir judgment, call for a dissolution of the present pastoral rela- 
tion ■ and in case that Dr. Cheever should not regard the same, when pre- 
sented as requiring such dissolution, that he be and hereby is requested to 
unite with said signers, and call at an early day a Council, according to Con- 
gregational usage, to which all matters of dissatisraction concerning tue re- 
lation of pastor and people may be submitted." 

This resoluUoQ was losi^-ayes 20, nays 48— and the former was then adopt- 
ed Item. ainr—EaradfTom the "jVomrfiue." 

6 
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It requires no argument to show that no Congregationa! Church 
would authorize a minority to settle their difficulties with a minister, 
and to decide whether he should go away or stay. 

The second point in order was in connection with a protest issued 
by the ex-deacons. About a month after the annual meeting, when 
the church had adopted certain preliminaries, which were adopted 
under protest on the part of the minority, after the church had 
adopted the resolution to proceed to the annual election of its officers, 
the ex-deacons sent a letter to the church, and still signed it as 
deacons, dated in July, a month after they had been superseded, 
claiming virtually that they were in office, and that they were en- 
titled to hold their places as such. The church referred it to a com- 
mittee, the action of which perhaps is before you. The churuh had 
been so circumspect, that they thought there was no reason for a 
Mutual Council on that subject. A single word in regard to the 
church; At the very first meeting of the church, I was called upon 
to preside. At the close, a young man, whom I supposed to be a 
member of the church, asked for the document which bad been laid 
before the church, to be printed, I refused to give it, although he 
stated he was a member of the church, telling him that these docu- 
ments were not for the public, as it was a family matter entirely. 
He replied that it had already gone down town, and would be in 
print in the morning. We intended to lay before the Council a 
printed statement, containing the proposition for a Council, the 
original letter issued by Mr. Camp, etc., and I merely wished to 
explain about the printing. But I do not care about that. We do 
not wish to argue the case, 

Mr. Havens — There are three points stated by Mr. tfilman upoD 
which it is proper that the Committee of the Appellants offer a 
word of explanation. The first is in relation to the letter granted 
to Mr. Hatch. The gentlemen of the Council will see that the ninth 
rule of the Church of Puritans says : 

Hule 9tli. Mombors, on removing, ahall aek for letters of dismisdon and 
recommendation. Kequeete for such letters may be announced by the per- 
Bon presiding at tbe weekly prajer-meeting or lecture, and if at the end of 
one week no objection has been made to the Pastor, he, or the Clerk, shall 
issue tbe customary certificate, which shall purport to be valid foe one year 
only from the date thereof ; and letters shall not be granted to persons who 
have ddaged -^yingfoT them for more than one year ^fler their removal Jraat ue, 
unless by a vol^i of the Church, after satiafactoTy reasons shall be assigned 
for Btich delay. 

It was to meet the provisions of the ninth Rule, relative to remov- 
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a], that the letter was given to Mr. Hatch, with the unusual statement 
as to hia absence, &c. The second point is in regard to the resolu- 
tion, or rather amendment to Mr. Abernethy's resolution, offered at 
the first meeting of the Church, when the letter to Dr. Ohebvbh was 
considered. That has been alluded to by Mr. Gi^man as having been 
offered by one of the gentlemen who now appears before this Coun- 
cil. That is true, sir; but Mr Wilcox, who offered this amend- 
ment, was not, at that time, of us or with u= He did not sign the 
letter to Dr. Chekvek, but findmg \s hat the -spirit of the Church was 
at that meeting, especially as exhibited m the vote oti his amend- 
ment, he then came over and united with us (To Mr. Wilcox) 
Is that right. Sir 1 

Mr. WiLOox signified that it was correct. 

Mr. Havens— The third point is in regard to the Deacons ( Wood, 
Kingsley and Johnson) having assumed this official designation to 
themselves after having been dismissed from office by the Church. 
Now, sir, I will not go into an argument on this point, — we having 
already sufficiently explained our views on this question, in our 
pamphlet Narrative. We have contended that the removal of the 
Deacons was illegal ; that the same disregard of the Rules was ex- 
hibited by the Church in that ease as in this ; and I am sure that 
no disinterested, impartial man can uke up these Rules and exam- 
ine the action of the Church, and say in conscience that the Church 
complied with their provisions in the adoption of the amendments 
by which they effected the reinoval of the Deacons — one of the 
identical points that has given rise to so much trouble, and, I may 
say, animosity. These three points of Mr. G-ilman's are, therefore, 
all met. 

Dr. FoRTBR — The Clerk of the Church at that time, who is here, 
will testify that he wrote the letter for Mr. Hatch in the customary 
form. 

Mr. Camp — That letter was written in my office, down town. I 
had the usual form at my house. I wrote it from memory, and I 
presume I omitted the word which is omitted (the word affectiorir 
ate) in Mr. Hatch's letter because I foi^ot it. I believe otherwise 
it is in accordance with the usual form. It was intended to be so, 
strictly. 

Mr. GiLMAN — Mr. Wood wrote hia at his office also. 
'■ -Mr. Wood — ^Mine was a note to Dr. Chbbveh requesting him to 
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endorse on the customary letter those points in relation to Mr. 
Hatch. It was afterwards embodied on the foot of the letter ; I 
suppose it was an accident entirely that Dr. Chebver omitted to send 
it to the Clerk. But this Council will bear in mind that the letter 
was &fvil letter, w^th an acceptable endorsement, to a brother who 
was obnoxious, while the letters offered us were not full nor acceptable. 

Dr. Porter — In regard to the point introduced by Mr. GiiMAtf, I 
would say : The deviation in our case is intended for the purpose of 
censure. It is of no consequenoe whether it was in one line or twen- 
ty lines ; it was for the purpose of censure. And in respect to the 
publication of the original action of the Church upon the letter ask- 
ing the Pastor to resign, which Mr. Oilman has not fully explained, 
I would say, that the letter, and the Report of Messrs, Abernethy, 
Chester and Harvey, as adopted by the Church, were printed in this 
form, (here showing a printed letter form) and were sent in envelopes 
all over New England. 

Dr. Storrs— What is the date of it, sir 'i 

Dr. Porter — June 4, 1857. The annual meeting was held, I 
think, June 4, 1857, but the Narrative was issued by the appellants 
in the month of July ; a reply was issued in November, 1857. 
This printed letter, however, was issued immediately after the an- 
nual meeting, and was the inciting cause to the publication of the 
Narrative. 

Mr. Wood — This publication was the very first document sent to 
the world from the Church of the Puritans. In the absence of all the 
officers, the Church, in their wisdom, saw fit to change its Rules 
(against those rules) and remove its officers, who were elected per- 
manently with the Pastor, without bringing them to trial. When 
we returned, we found this paper all over New York and New Eng- 
land, without any signature except the names of the gentlemen who 
made the report to the Church, and which were at the end of that 
report. That was the origin of all these newspaper publications 
and pamphleteering* 

Moderator. — The Council will now decide whether they will 
choose to be by themselves. 

Mr. MoCall. — I would like to ask whether the ninth and tenth 

' Note. — This letter sheet ie headed " Report and action of the Church, of 
the Paritane apon the Letter addreaaed to the Pastor," &c. Tbe Report is 
copied in full in the Narrative ieaued by the mmorlty. 
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Kules contain al! relating to the dismission and discipline of mem- 
bers^ 

Mr. Havens. — Tliey do, sir. 

Dr. Palmer. — I wish to ask whether the Covenant of the Church 
of the Puritans has any clause affecting the subject matter before 
«3? And allow me to say, in asking that question, that I have 
been a little surprised, in listening to the presentation of this case, 
that no allusion has been made to the Covenant relation of mem- 
bers of the church, and to their rights growing out of this relation. 
I supposed that a peculiar feature of church policy was based upon 
the rights of individual church members growing out of their cove- 
nant relation. There is a relation back of all that, which cannot be 
changed by standing rules. And the covenant adopted in the part 
of the country from which I come, has a clause of this sort : " That 
if you without cause should change your place of worship, it will 
be your duty to ask a recommendation to another church." If there 
is any such clause In the covenant of the Church of the Puritans, we 
ought to know it, 

Mr. Havens, in reply, read a clause in the Covenant of the Church 
of the Puritans as follows : " To the whole body of Christ, called 
the church universal, you cordially join [yourself] as henceforward 
so identified with all its interests, and so unchangeably in covenant 
with it, that if Divine Providence should remove you from one 
branch of it, you are bound to connect [yourself] with another, so 
soon as you may bo able." 

Dr. Clabk. — I move that the Council be now by themselves, and 

The motion was adopted, and the reporters and all not members 
of the Council were requested to withdraw. 

The Scribe flirnishes the following record of the proceedings in 

After a patient hearing, from both parties, of all the mattera deemed im- 
portant to a full understanding of the questioiis sabmitted to them, the hear- 
ing WM closed, and the council were by themselves for consultation. 

At this atage of their proceedings, the council took a recess of half an 
hoar, and, upon coming together for their consultation, the following Reso- 
lution was adopted : 

" That in view of the statements which have been made by the brethieo 
calling this council, and the evidence in the case that has been presented, 
this coundl has sufficient ground to proceed as an ezparte council.'' 
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The memberH of the council were called upon individually, to give fheir 
opinion in regard to the question submitted to them, and in view of the evi- 
dence presented, which was done at length, and with groat unanimity, when 
the following Resolution was adopted : 

■' That a committee of five be appointed to draw up a Result of Council, 
emhodying the views which have been expressed, to be presented to-morrow 
morning." 

Drs. BdcOD, Davis, and Swaiu, aud brothers Chapman and Abbott, were ap- 
pointed such committee. 

The council then adjoamed, to meet at 9 o'clock to-monow morning. 



THIRD DAY. 

The Council met at 9 o'clock in secret session. The Sckibb 

According to adjournment the Council assembled on Thnrsday morning. 
The Committee appointefl to draw up and present a Result of Council, had 
attended to the duty assigned tbem, and submitted such a document. This 
paper was read repeatedly, and cai'efully examined, and, after various modifi- 
cations, was adopted wmnwnonaly as lie ddiherate imd form(d resnlt to which this 
Oauneil came, m regard to the ■laalla-s suhmiUed to them, which result is as follows : 

The Council having patiently and carefully considered the matters referred 
to them, have come to the following result: 

In the first place, we find that there was good and sufficient cause, in Hils 
case, for the calling of an raparfe Council ; and, having invited the church to 
unite with the brethren who have called us, in making this a Mutual Cown- 
dl, which invitatioa tbe church has declined, it seems plain that, as repre- 
senting the Ecclesiastical Commonwealth, to which this church acknowledges 
itself to belong, we are required to pronounce our judgment upon those pro- 
ceedings of which these brethren have made complaint to us. 

We have no hesitation in saying, that the case which has been referred to 
us, ought to have been submitted to the esamination and judgment of a Coun- 
cil called by mutual agreement. The difficulties which hare arisen in this 
church — if we consider the number and the character of the brethren who 
united in asking letters of dismission, and the formal official standrnj, of some 
of them. — and still more, if we consider the indications of escited personal 
and party feeling in the dooomeots which have come before us~were of such 
a nature, that the intervention of disinterested and impartial advisers mutu 
ally chosen, was the most obvious and only hopeful method of Lftecting a 
settlement. In all cases like the present, in which a church is divided agamst 
Haelf, a conscientious and determined m^ority against an equally conscien 
tions and determined minority, it is the right of the minority to demand and 
the duty of the majority to grant, an investigation and decision by a Council 
to which both parties shall consent, and which both parties shall respect 

In the second place, we find that on the 26th day of l^'ebruary, 18j8 forty 
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sis ffleiDberi of the church, iuclading the twenty-two bietbren who have 
called this Council, they being at that time acknowledged as members in 
regular standing, asked for letters of dismission and recomiaendation to 
other churches, and that on or about the 7th day of April following, the 
uhuTch granted to the female applicants, including the wives and daughters 
of some of the brethren calling this Council, letters of dismission in the cus- 
tomary form, certifying that they were in "good and regular standing," and 
" ajfectioiutldy recommending them," while to these brethren they granted 
letters in another form, which by ita marked difference from the customary 
form, implied a oensnre, and which can hardly be construed otherwise than 
as intending to imply a censure. 

In the third place, we find that the brethren to whom those letters without 
a recommendation were givea, haying returned the same to the church as un. 
satisfactory, the church thereujon, on the 16th of June, adopted three reso- 
lutions, in the following words : 

Resolved, That 0. B. Wood, B. M. Eingsley, J. K. Johnson, Henry A. Hurl- 
hat, Jared Linsly, R. N. Havens. Albert Chescbro, L, N, Cowley, llinhard 
Brown, A. T. Dwight, F. E. Mather, Edward J. Owen, William Way, 
Stephen Paul, J. Conover, Jr., S. Churchill, B. M. Morgan, W. S. Thomson, 
Elisha Peck, William B. Isham, E. C. Wilcox, and J. W. Camp, on behalf of 
themselves and their families, having applied for dismission from this church, 
they are hereby diismisBed from their connection herewith. 

Besotred, That the Clerk send to the applicants certifloateB in the form fol- 
lowing, to wit : 

" T^is cerUtles that is a member of the Church of the Puritans, in 

regular standing, and as such, at his own request, is dismissed, with the view 

of uoiUng with the church, or such other as he shall apply to for that 

purpose." 

Beaolmi, That (A. , 6. and C, parties named in the first resolution), having 
applied for dismission from this church, and having been dismissed at their 
own requBSt, ate deemed no longer members of the same, or in any way sub- 
ject to its watch or care. 

We theretbre advise and conclude, that if at the time when these brethren 
made their request for letters of commendation, any member of the church 
had any ground of complaint against them, or any of them, it was the duty 
of such member to take the necessary steps, and, failing of satisfaction, to 
bring his complaint to the church, whereupon it would have hecome the duty 
of the church to provide without delay for an impartial trial of the charges ; 
and that in the absence of any definite charges, regularly brought against 
these brethren by some responsible complainant, these brethren were entitled, 
and are now entitled, to full and unequivocal letters of conjmendation, ac- 
cording to the custom of oat churches. 

We also advise and conclude, that the exclusion of these brethren from the 
church, by a TOte declaring them " no longer members of the same, or in any 
way subject to its watch and care," when they had had no trial, and when 
no charges had been regularly brought against them, was not only a violation 
of the rules of this church, and of the common usage and order of the 
churches with which this church is in fellowship, but a lamentable departure 
from th<we principles of Justice which are the security ot Ecclesiastical not 
leffi than of Civil Rights. 

While we regret that the church, in the exercise of its judgment, did not 
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of this controversy, and made it particularly desirable that the 
issue of this Council should be one which would conduce to the honor 
of Congregationalism everywhere. 

At the reijuest of the Moder4tob, Dr. Bacon led the Council in a 
closing prayer. 

The Council then adjourned sine die. 
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